July 10, 1920 


—_— —____— 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 6}.! 





FIDELITY 
BONDS 


ADMINISTRATORS IN 
PROBATE *- or 
RECEIVERS AND COM- 
MITTEES IN LUNACY 
RECEIVERS AND 
MANAGERS IN CHAN- 
CERY ee Ey 
TRUSTEES AND 
SPECIAL MANAGERS 
IN BANKRUPTCY 
TRUSTEES UNDER 
DEEDS OF ARRANGE- 
MENT 





and for 


ALL GOVERNMENT AND COMMERCIAL APPOINTMENTS 


in which security is required 


Legal « General Assurance Socy. Ltd. 
10, Fleet Street, London, E.C, 4. 


Established 1836. Assets £13,000,000. 


The Society transacts all the 
principal classes of Insurance, 
except Marine. 














touched with enthusiasm 








629 


— — 


Seyc* . 
The Solicitors’ Journal 
and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1887.) 
LONDON, JULY 10, 1920. 

ANSUAL SUBSCRIPTION, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE: 

2 12s. ; by Post, £2 14s,; Foreign, £2 16s. 
H\LF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 





»*. The Editor cannot nndertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 


GENERAL HEADINGS, 

CURRENT Topics... 1“ - 629 | THE LeeaL Vacation 
THE REPORT OF THE LAW OF Pt ERTY | LEGAL News .. ae 

BILL.. ai Sa 631 | CouRT PAPERS.... oes 
ReCENT DEVELOPMENTS F TRADI WINDING-Up NoTICRs . eee 

Unxton Law U CREDITORS Notices ee 0° @ e000 
BOOKS OF THE WEEK ‘ . 634] BANKeUPToY Notions sncen : 
New ORDERS, & 696 PUBLIC GENERAL STATUTES 
SOCIETIES : : 637 


Cases Reported this Week. 
Cohn v. Boulken , “ 
Howarth v. Clifton and Kersley Coal Co. (Lim.) 
Page and Others v. Admiraity Commissioners. 
Elliott Steam Tug Co. (Lim.) v. Same 
Wall v. London and Previneial Trust (Lim.) 


Current Topics. 


The Public Trustee’s Report. 

Tue Public Trustee's Report, which has just been issued, is 
the twelfth of the series, and the first for which Mr. Simpxin 
We are unable to do justice to it this week, and 
we postpone for the prest We may note, 
however, that the year under review has brought by far the 


is responsible 
nt any comments on it 


heaviest accession of new business that the office has yet ex- 
perienced, and Mr. Simpxkin not unnaturally regards this as an 
indication of ‘‘ the real and expanding demand for the services 
of the Public Trustee.’’ Certainly the office has from the be- 
ginning had no reason to complain of the amount of business 
which it has attracted, and we think it may safely be said that 
the officials have done their best to deserve public confidence. 
Individualist as we are in these bureaucratic times, we are 
willing to accept the verdict of facts in favour of an office so 
Hitherto the Public Trustee has, we believe, acted 
fairly on the understanding that legal trust work shall remain 
in local hands, both as regards solicitors and the Bar, and it is 
essential to a good understanding that this practice shall con- 


managed 


tinue. 
The Lord Chancellor on the League of Nations. 
Tue Lord Chancellor delivered a weighty and interesting 
address on the League of Nations at Gray's Inn on Monday, A 
report of it will be found on another page Sir Epwarr 
Carson was in the chair, and there was a numerous attendance 
of Judges and other member We have 
alwavs thought that while the movement must, to be success- 
ful, have the moral support of the people at large, yet lawyers 
are its natural leaders and exponents, Lord BIRKENHEAD 
claims that he is no enthusiast, and he is impressed, and sought 
iudience, with the.difficulties in the way Per- 
haps he forgets that no cause has ever prospered without enthu- 
Did not the most influential writer of the latter part 
of the century say that religion was morality 
touched wth enthusiasm, and so the League of Nations will be 
realized if at the present time we can have international law 
Apparently Lord Birkenneap found 
over there during the war, rather too 


of the legal profession 


to 1mpres h 2 


sjasm 
nineteent h 


America, when he was 


' enthusiastic for his strictly moderate and practical views, and 
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he posed his then hearers wiih conundrums as to what they 
would have done with a League of Nations in the Spanish War, 
and whether they would like a League of Nations to settle 
matters between the United States and Japan He seems to 
have come in for a good deal of criticism, for the League of 
Nations idea was, for practical purposes, born in America, 
and, politics apart, it stil] has a great body of supporters there. 
And the one redeeming feature of the Versailles Treaty is 
that, under Mr. WI.son’s insistence, it gave the League of 
Nations definite form and expressed the true spirit of America. 
To give that form substance will lie with those who can bring 
enthusiasm to the task. Still, though the Lord Chancellor 
may be no enthusiast—at least in this matter—we are crateful 
that he gave the League his support at Gray’s Inn. 7 


The Place of Lawyers in the League of Nations 

A piscussion of great interest of the relation between 
lawyers and the League of Nations is contained in Sir Frep- 
ERICK PoLLock’s paper, ‘‘ Lawyers’ Place in the League of 
Nations,’’ read at the International Law Association’s meeting 
at Portsmouth last May. and now printed in the current Fort- 
nightly Review. The working of the League, he points out, will 
depend largely on the interpretation of its constitution. This 
is eminently a legal matter, and Sir Freperick draws an inter- 
esting comparison between the work that lawyers will find here 
and that which has been done in the interpretation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. He deprecates, in documents 
which have to be applied under circumstances so varying and 
so important, the attempt to provide for all imaginable events ; 
to provide, as Lord Coxe—so he reminds us—put it, ‘‘ cer- 
tainty to a certain intent in every particular.’’ ‘‘ The drafts- 
man,’’ says Sir FrepertcKk Potiock, ‘‘ that goes about to chal- 
lenge the possibilities of ingenious misreading is raising up a 
host of unknown enemies who may be too many for him: and 
even if he wins that stake, he wins it at the price of being 
obscure to the reader whom, after all, he most wants to satisfy, 
the plain man who is willing to understand.’’ The Covenant of 
the League, accordingly, like the Constitution of the United 
1uthore in general terms, and no 
minute verbal 
important 


States, was framed by it 
and 
more 


attempt was made to ensure exhaustive 


accuracy gut this leaves it all the 


get into the final draft. This is a matter for Clerks of Par- 
liament. But the Act, although immediately in operation and 
affecting vast numbers of persons, had still to go to the King’s 
printers, and that means a delay of a week or so. We are not 
surprised that there has been dissatisfaction among county 
court judges with the way the whole matter has been mis- 
managed. It is obvious that no Act of Parliament—at any 
rate, no Act of wide and general effect—should come into oper- 
ation until it is published. That means that in the present ‘n- 


| stance the Act would have been passed a week earlier, and if 








that such broad-minded legal ability shall be brought 
to its construction as has attended the judicial con- 
struction of the Constitution of the United States— 
notably under the influence of Chief Justice | 


MarsuHatyt. That era has not yet had its beginning. It will 
come as soon as the present commission at The Hague have 
solved the problem of how this judicial] ability is to be selected, 
and as soon as the Council of the League have set it to work. 
Sir Freperick Po..ock’s conclusion is :— 

lawyer, apart from our 
governing conceptions of 
people, so the 


“ As it has always been the office of a 
to make the 
legal and political intelligible to the lay 
League of Nations now gives us an occasion to exercise that office 
with result as have, 


daily professional routine, 
science 


on such a scale and such promise of good 


perhaps, never been offered before.”’ 

Restrictions Act. 

Increase of Rent, &c. (War Restrictions), 
to continue to in force during the continuance 
after, but the latest of the series 
be in force only until! the 


The New Rent 

THE ORIGINAI 
Act of 1915 wa 
of the war and for six months 
~the Act of December, 1919 
Ist inst., and the Government, in arranging the passing of 
the new consolidating and amending Act, have cut things very 
fine, since that Act was passed on the 2nd inst. Possibly, on 
the ground that the law does not recognize part of a day, 
there has been technically no interval without a Restriction 
Act at all; but certainly there has been a considerable interval 
during which those concerned in the administering of and ad- 
vising on the law have been left without authoritative informa- 
tion as to what the law is. We may leave the House of Lords to 
settle matters with respect to the manner in which the Bill was 
rushed through that House at the last moment. In fact, it did 


vas th 


get passed on the 2nd inst., and at once came into operation. 
In what shape it actually existed at that time we do not know, 
and we can only guess how the latest amendments managed to 


such had been the rule, this might very well have been done. 
It may be remembered that during the war considerable in- 
convenience was caused because the Court of Appeal had to 
consider a statute which was not in fact printed. Legislation 
is, after all, a business of some importance, and there is no 
excuse for making a statute operative before it is accessible to 


the public. [The Act was issued on Friday morning. | 


The Provisions of the Act. 

But aBsENcE of an official copy of the Act has not deterred 
the enterprising editors of ‘‘ Law Notes ’’ from bringing out at 
once a new edition of their well-known and very useful work 
ou this series.of statutes, and we have received a copy of the 
seventh edition, which contains the text of the new Act, with 
notes. If the official printers had really been on the alert 
they could have been as quickly in the field. But private en. 
terprise is one thing, and Government enterprise is quite 
another. With this book before us, the task of noting the 
changes which have been made since the Bill was introduced is 
made easy. In fact, the Bill has suffered no change in its main 
features. There is the same permissive increase of, first, 15 
per cent, and then 25 per cent. on the standard rate, but the 
alteration in the provisions as to repairs on which this further 
increase is made conditional will have to be carefully noted. 
The permitted increase of mortgage interest by 1 per cent. re- 
mains, with a maximum of 64 percent. In the case where the 
landlord requires the house for his own occupation, alternative 
accommodation ‘‘ reasonably equivalent as regards rent and 
suitability in: all respects ’’ must be shewn to exist; but this 
requirement is subject to certain exceptions, and these include 
the case of a landlord who gave up occupation owing to military 
service. In section 5 (5) an important change has been made 
as regards a sub-tenant, and where an order for possession has 
been made against a tenant, a sub-tenant is only protected if 
the premises have been lawfully sub-let to him. Hence he loses 
protection if he took in breach of a covenant against sub- 
letting. The houses to which the Act applies are de- 
fined in section 12 (2), and the limits of the Bill have been pre- 
served—£105 in London, £90 in Scotland, and £78 elsewhere. 
The most important addition is section 13, which applies the 
Act to business premises, with a permitted initial increase of 
35 per cent. instead of 15 per cent. It is unlikely that an Act 
passed so hurriedly has escaped defects, and the process of dis- 
covering these by litigation will begin all over again. We are 
inclined to think that the only satisfactory way of meeting the 
situation, if it had to be met, was by securing to tenants rea! 
fixity of tenure. 


Schemes of Devolution. 

SoME INTERESTING articles on the rival schemes of the 
Speaker and Mr. Murray Macponatp have appeared under the 
latter gentleman’s name in the columns of the Times within 
the last few days. The scheme of the Speaker proposes to 
set up ‘‘ Grand Committees’? and ‘‘ Grand Councils ”’ 
for England, Wales, Scotland, and perhaps lesser parts 
of Great Britain, consisting as regards the Lower Chamber 
of the local members of the House of Commons, and as re- 
gards the Upper Chamber of such peers as the House of Lords 
may allocate to such Council. This is a simple and conserva- 
tive scheme: if tried it might work well. But against it are 
two facts: no one really cares for it, and the members of those 
Grand Councils would have twice the amount of work they 
have to do at present. The Labour members, we all know, 
already find that trade union business prevents their effective 
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attendance in the House of Commons. Would not Grand 
Committees, meeting in Edinburgh and Cardiff, prove equally 
an obstacle to the attendance of Scots and Welsh members at 
Westminster? It almost seems as if, should devolution really 
come, the only workable scheme would be one of locally elected 
Parliaments, as proposed by the rival scheme of Mr. Murray 
MacponaLp. Lawyers, certainly, would find attendance on 
two Houses of Commons impossible. We should be faced with 
the prospect of another ‘‘ unlearned ’’ Parliament, wherein no 
lawyer sat—a national calamity which the layman faces with 
greater Tesignation than the lawyer. 


Lord Bryce’s ‘‘ American Commonwealth.’’ 

Now tTuat both parties in the United States have chosen as 
candidates for the Presidency men whose names were unknown 
outside their native State, that of Ohio, until the days the 
Conventions met, an Englishman who has read Lord Bryce’s 
admirable work on the American Commonwealth wil! 
recall some of the acute criticisms on the American 
method of choosing the Republican sovereign, and 
wielder of sovereign power, which that unrivalled critic 
of institutions and constitutions has expressed in _ his 
luminous, thoughtful, and most readable pages May 
we seize this occasion to call attention to Lord Brycr’s 
great trilogy of political treatises which ought to be on the 
table of every serious law student? The ‘‘ Holy Roman Em- 
pire ’’ sets forth in 300 pages of classical brevity and simplicity 
the history of European affairs throughout the time when our 
modern European institutions were forming. Without some 
knowledge of its contents—and where else can so much be 
learned in so little space?—no lawyer can understand why 
Henry VIII. claimed to possess an ‘‘ empire,’’ or why the 
fiction that ConsTANTINE bestowed the Imperial purple on 
Artuur of the Table Round had to be invented by the Tudor, 
Elizabethan, and Stuart lawyers in order to support their 
monarch’s claims to ‘‘ divine right.’’ Without some knowledge 
of those pages, indeed, the late struggle in Europe can never 
be really understood, for the rivalry of France and Germany 
goes back to important medieval roots The ‘‘ American 
Commonwealth ”’ is equally indispensable to anyone who wishes 
to appreciate why President Witson’s Treaty was thrown over 
by the Senate, indeed, was almost certain to be thrown over by 
them, or why Senator Lovce insists on apparently trivial 
reservations to the League of Nations Covenant in the inter 
ests of the sacred ‘‘ Monro ”’ doctrine. And the third work 
in what we have ventured to call Lord Bryce’s trilogy, the 
‘‘ Studies in History and Jurisprudence,”’ is equally illumina 
ting upon many other great fields of legal history. But at this 
time, when the election of an American President is of 
moment and interest to all of us, we would specially call atten- 
tion to Lord Brycr’s ‘‘ American Commonwealth ’’ as a work 
every lawyer would find it a pleasure to read. 


Rex de facto and Rex de jure. 

A curRIOUSLY interesting situation has arisen in Ireland. Not 
since the Wars of the Roses has a parallel been known in the 
British Isles. But most persons have forgotten that in fact 
the present Irish situation was so common in the days of the 
Lancastrians and the Yorkists that the early Tudors passed a 
statute to meet the difficulties of the case. The famous Rer de 
facto statute of Henry VII. provides that no one shall be 
guilty of treason anywhere within the King’s dominions at 
home or abroad who serves the King de facto instead of the 
King de jure. In other words, if a usurper was in effective 
occupation of the throne or of any part of the country, and 
compelled the King’s subjects to render him allegiance, they 
were not guilty of treason. This extraordinary statute, which 
is still law, is explained luminously by Professor PoLLarp in 
his ‘‘ Factors of Modern History.’’ He points out that the 
practical interpretation put upon the statute by judges and 
statesmen was this: If a claimant to the throne could set up 
courts and effectively administer law, although he had no valid 
title, he was to be treated as King to this extent, that obedi- 
ence to his mandates and orders was not an offence, and his pro- 





perly executed acts of authority were to be treated as good in 
law. In other words, a squatter in possession of the throne was 
to be treated as primd facie the owner of an estate in fee simple 
therein—to use an analogy from another sphere of law. To- 
day this seems almost to be the situation in Ireland.  Daill 
Fireann claims to be the established authority of that realm. 
It sets up courts, it settles disputes, it warns persons who con- 
travene its decisions that it will regard them as traitors. The 
local authorities recognize its title. The jurors obey its com- 
mand not to attend the English courts. Are those who obey 
these mandates guilty of treason or of contempt of court? Or 
ure they protected by the Her de facto statute of Henry VII. ? 
The problem is an interesting one, and perhaps not so simple of 
solution as it may seem to an Englishman unfamiliar with the 
many intricate subtleties of interpretation which similar situa- 
tions created in Tudor times on the part of Tudor judges and 
law courts Meanwhile we note that the employment of Trish 
lawyers in Sinn Fein courts is somewhat disturbing the Irish 
Bar Council and Law Society. 


The Report on the Law of 
Property Bull. 


Tue Joint Committee of the House of Lords and House of 
Commons on the Law of Property Bill has now been issued. 
The Committee consisted, for the House of Lords, of the Earl 
of Matmessury, and Lords HaLtpane, BuckMaAsTER and Mutr- 
MacKENzIE, and for the House of Commons, of Messrs. 
Berrerton, HartsHorn and Haywarp, and Major Hus. 
Mr. Harrsuorn, who presumably represented the Labour 
Party, does not appear to have attended the meetings of t 
C% mmittee, but the other members were present at the _— 
meetings which were held, ranging from 23rd March to 30th 
June. The result is that the Bill is reported to the House 
with numerous amendments, but in making these the Com- 
mittee did not call any witnesses. They relied on the Report 
of the Royal Commission on Land Transfer of 1911, and on 
the recent Report of Mr. Lesiie Scort’s Committee on the 
Transfer of Land. Both of these Committees called witnesses, 
and, in particular, it will be remembered that the Royal Com- 
mission took evidence from a large number of conveyancers and 
others, including Sir Fortescue Brickxpa.e, the Land Regis- 
trar, as to the effect of the rival systems of private and public 
conveyancing. The present Committee, therefore, as the 
Report states, devoted their time, with the aid of the drafts- 
men, Mr. Cuerry and Mr. Russe tu, to a scrutiny directed to 
iscertaining whether the Bill gave effect to the principles 
brought before the House of Lords in the debate on the second 
reading . 

We do not profess to know what are the unwritten conven- 
tions which contro! the deliberations of a Joint Committee, 
ind it may be that the Committee were debarred from enter- 
ing into the merits of the Bill. If so, the effect is singular and 
unfortunate. ‘The second reading of the Bill was based, for 
practical purposes, on the outline of its principles contained in 
the prefatory memorandum, and by this time these are suffi- 
ciently well known. The Bill proposes to assimilate the law of 
real property to the law of chattels real, and to abolish the 
law of primogeniture and recast the rules as to the distri- 
bution of the estates real and personal of intestates. It 
abolishes copyhold and customary tenures It perpetuates 
and intensifies the distinction between legal and equitable 
estates. In so doing, it simplifies legal estates, confining them 
in substance to absolute ownership, and, as between vendor and 
purchaser, the legal estate alone will have to be considered. 
This is with a view to enabling conveyancing by deed—or pri- 
vate conveyancing—to hold its own as against conveyancing on 
the register—-or public conveyancing. And the Bil! relegates 
tu a position ‘‘ behind the veil ’’ all the multifarious equitable 
interests in land, and these are left in what is practically 
archaic complexity. Then there are numerous amendments in 
detail of the Conveyancing, Settled Land, Trustee, and Land 
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Transfer Acts. It might hay en supposed that the Commit- 
tee would have concentrated their attention on the principles of 
the Bill, and given some guidance to Parliament and the public 
as to whether the main principles governing the assimilation of 
real and persona! property are simple and practical, and as to 
whether the Bill as a whole wil! make for the simplification of 
the Law of Property. But if any member of the Committee 
took such an obvious view of its functions, he must have been 
promptly suppressed, like the dormouse in ‘‘ Alice,’’ and the 
Report appears without, so far as we can see, the slightest hint 
as to whether the Committee think the scheme of the Bill good, 
bad, or indifferent In fact, Part I. of the Bill—‘‘ Assimila- 
tion and Amendment of the Law of Real and Personal Estate ”’ 

which contains the scheme, passes practically untouched 
except for the redrafting of the clause (clause 22 in the original 
Bill) providing for the registration of bankruptcy proceedings 
asa lis pendens, and the removal to a more appropriate 
part of clauses 24 and 25, which deal only with matters of con- 
veyancing. It may be said that this omission to touch Part I. 
ig an implied approval of it as it stands. This may beso. But 
it seems more probable that the Committee regarded this as 
the Ark, which it would be profane to touch. At any rate, 
the scheme of the Bill emerges from the Committee without 
comment. 

This has reduced the work of the Committee to a series of 
amendments in detail; some of them only drafting amend- 
ments, others amendments of Of these latter 
amendments there is one which the Committee regard as re- 
lating to a point of policy, and they call special attention to it. 
It is a new clause (101), introduced after clause 94 in the 
original Bill, and secures that, where a common has not been 
already inclosed, the public shall have henceforth all the rights 
over it (not being profits @ prendre) hitherto enjoyed by the 
commoners. In practice the public already have these nghts, 
and the effect will be to preserve them when the records of the 
commoners’ rights cease to be available owing to the abolition 
of copyhold tenure 

As to the form of the Bill generally, the Committee report 
that it is very convenient in view of ‘‘ a possible consolidation 
on the most. complete and practical lines.’’ They consider that 
such consolidation would ‘‘ carry out one of the main principles 
set forth in the title of the Bill, viz., the simplification of 
the law whereby a multitude of provisions in the existing 
statutes and in the Bill would disappear.’’ The Committee also 


substance 


say that they have postponed the date of commencement of the | 


Bill from 1921 to 1922, and add: ‘‘ Time will thus be given 
for the provisions of so large a measure to be studied and 
known, for rules to be drawn, possibly even for the consolida- 
tion which has been recommended to be carried out.’’ 

We desire to call attention very emphatically to the sugges- 
tion implied in the word “‘ possibly.”’ It shews again how 
narrow is the view which the Committee have taken of their 
functions, and how little they have considered the real require- 
ments of the profession and the public. There must be no 
question of possibility in the matter It must be taken as 
axiomatic that the Bill shal! not be allowed to become operative 
in its present form. The amendments of the Conveyancing 
Acts, the Settled Land Acts, the Trustee Acts, and the Land 
Transfer Acts may be and no doubt are very desirable, but we 
do not want another of each of these Acts added to the exist- 
ing series. The position is the same as that of the Increase of 
Rent, &c., Acts. It was felt that the addition of a further 
Act to the series was impossible. There must be consolidation 
or nothing. So with the Acts now in question. They will not 
bear further tinkering. Amendments have to be made; and 
this can be done, as in the case of other statutes, by a pre- 
liminary Act. But this must be only temporary. The amend- 
ments must not be allowed to come into operation except as 
part of a consolidating statute or statutes. The Committee 
have failed to make this clear. We take the liberty of doing 
so for them. 

With regard to the amendments which the Committee have 
made other than the amendment already stated, and mere 








drafting amendments, some are very interesting from a con-‘ former will come with a very sharp axe. 


veyancer’s point of view, but whether they are really designed 
to introduce simplicity into the law may be questioned. We 
refer in particular to the new sub-clauses which have been in- 
troduced into the old clause 50 (now clause 48), in order to 
meet the points raised by Re Constable’s Settled Hstate (1919, 
1 Ch. 178) and Ke Vope & Wadland (1919, 2 Ch. 376), and to 
make sure that upon a resettlement, which in effect preserves 
the existing life estate, the tenant for life shall have the statu- 
tory powe:s both under the original settlement and the new 
settlemeat. The clauses have been suggested, we gather, by 
the able criticism of the cases by the late Mr. CwarLEs Sweet 
in articles in these pages, and conveyancers will appreciate their 
insertion. They will appreciate, too, the new sub-clause (now 
clause 51 (4)), which has been introduced in order to avoid any 
question as to who, in the case of compound settlements, are 
the trustees who can give a receipt for purchase money. But 
while this is important for the purpose of the present system of 
conveyancing, what is its relevance with regard to the new 
system to be introduced under the Bill? We may not pro- 
perly understand that system, but we thought its very basis as 
respects settlements was that there is, in the case of every set- 
tlement, to be a vesting deed, duly kept up to date from time 
to time, shewing definitely who, for the purpose of sale, is the 
tenant for life, and who are the trustees for the purposes of the 
Settled Land Acts. And yet, if these amendments mean any- 
thing, they mean that there is a possibility of purchasers still 
having to consider who has the statutory powers, and whether 
there are trustees who can receive the purchase money. Possi- 
bly the result will not be so bad as this suggests, but'as the Bill 
leaves the hands of the Joint Committee, it hardly shews those 
marks of a simplified system of real property law which might 
have been expected. 

But the Committee have made some very useful amendments, 
from which we may select the following. Under the original 
Bill it was proposed that disentailing assurances should be 
registered instead of being enrolled. This requirement is now 
dropped, and neither enrolment nor registration will be neces- 
sary. This is on the ground that since estates tail will only 
exist in equity, registration is no more necessary than in the 
case of any other disposition of an equitable interest. An im- 
portant new clause (clause 77) has been added enabling a 
tenant in tail to dispose of the property by will as if he were 
absolute owner. The clause follows the similar clause 57 in 
Lord Hatpane’s Bill of 1914. A clause is inserted extending 
relief from forfeiture to breaches of covenants against assigning 
leases. This is long overdue, ever since Barrow v. Isaacs (1891, 
1 Q. B. 417). Another overdue amendment of the law is in- 
troduced by the new sub-clause (clause 103 (2)) allowing pre- 
sumption of survivorship where two persons die together. The 
presumption will be that the younger survived. This is intro- 
duced at the instance of the Cardiff Law Society, but the 
necessity for such a provision has long been well known. And 
under clause 106 (new numbering) a corporation can be 
appointed sole trustee. Some interesting changes are made in 
furtherance of the Lunacy Act, 1908, which transferred certain 
lunacy matters to the Chancery Division. These do not as a 
rule relate to lunatics so found, and the reference in the~pro- 
ceedings to the Lunacy Acts will be omitted. Again, the new 
rules of devolution on intestacy are largely recast. This, we 
understand, is mainly due to suggestions by the Institute of 
Conveyancers; and provision is made enabling the Court to 
make a settlement of the property of lunatics. In regard to en- 
franchisement of copyholds, a new table on a 5 per cent. basis 
of compensation for manorial incidents has been inserted in 
Schedule 13, and compensation to stewards under Schedule 14 
has been altered so as to confine it to compensation for loss of 
office, and leave them to be paid separately for work done. 


From these examples it will be seen that the Joint Committee 
have overhauled the Bill very effectively in detail, but, as we 
have said, they leave us in the dark as to whether this is really 
the best that can be done to simplify the law of real property. 
If it is, we can foretell with some certainty that the next re- 
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Recent Developments of Trade 
Union Law. 


V.—RESPONSIBILITY AND JUSTIFICATION. 


We have now reached the two questions which create the 
greatest difficulty not yet cleared up in connection with con 
spiracy as a ground of civil, distinguished from criminal, 
lability. It has been shewn in our first three articles, rein- 
forced in our fourth article by a consideration of Mr. Justice 
MoCarpie’s very recent decision (as yet unreported) of Said 
v. Butt (ante, p. 613), that an action of trespass on the case, 
involving proof of (1) infringement of plaintiff’s legal rights, 
plus (2) damage to him, plus (3) some element of malitia 
(whether express, passive, or presumed by law), arises when- 
ever A is injured in any of the three following ways: 

1. B induces C to break an existing contract between C and 
A. Here the infringement of A’s right is ‘‘ interference 
with his enjoyment of contractual benefits,’ j.¢., interference 
with a common law right to the enjoyment of his liberty to 
contract, which every subject possesses unless under a dis- 
ability to contract. This infringement by B is a tort. C’s 
breach of the contract is not a tort, but a breach of contract 
Lumley v. Gye (1853, 2 E. & B. 216). 

2. B intimidates C by violence and threats into terminating 
by due notice a contract between C and A. Here B’s tort is 
infringement of A’s right to carry on his affairs undisturbed. 
B’s intimidation is a tort, although C’s termination of the 
contract is not a breach of contract: Quinn v. Leathem (1901, 
A. C. 495). There must be intimidation by violence or threats 
on the part of B. Mere peaceful persuasion of C lawfully to 
terminate his contract by giving due notice is not actionable 
Allen v. Flood (1898, A. C. 1). 

3. B and C conspire together to injure A by boycotting him 
or striking against him, or otherwise putting pressure on him 
to do some act he does not wish to do, not for the protection 
of B and C’s own rights, but in order to effect some end, pub- 
lic or private, in which B and C are not directly concerned 
Quinn v. Leathem (supra). 

Now in the third case just mentioned occur the classical 
difficulties we are about to discuss. First, where B and C 
conspire to strike against or boycott A, in a way which in 
volves no breach of contract or conduct which on the part of 
one person would be intimidation and actionable as such, can 
A sue B and C in tort directly? Or is the right of action con 
fined to some third party, X, who has lost a contract with A 
and a benefit as the result of B and C’s pressure on A? This 
question is discussed in the leading case of Quinn v. Leathem 
(supra), as well as in Jose v. Metallic Roofing Co. (1908, 
A. C. 614), and at length in Satmonp’s Torts, 3rd edition, 
pp. 474-6. The latter learned jurist concludes that a direct 
action by A against B and C will not lie, but does not contend 
that this view is supported in a crucial case by any of the 
authoritative decisions. We believe it to be a wholly mis 
taken view, which has arisen solely from a simple confusion of 
ideas, and cannot be supported by principle. In most cases 
where B and C conspire to injure A by striking or boycotting 
him there is no tort at all, and therefore no action by A. For 
in most cases an essential element of this class of torts is 
absent, namely, the malitia, express or presumed; in other 
cases, there is a common law justification of the otherwise 
tortious act, and in others again, ¢.g., cases within the Trade 
Disputes Act, 1906, and other industrial statutes, there is a 
statutory justification. 

Thus, where B and C conspire together not to renew their 
contracts of service with A unless he will pay them higher 
wages, there is no element of malice. The intent of B and C 
is not to injure A, but to safeguard their own rights. So, if 
there is no breach of contract by either B or C, there is no 
common law tort. -Of course, if B breaks his contract with 
A, when C does not break it, by their joint action in the 
strike—as so constantly happens in an ill-organized strike 
covering more than one firm’s employees, where contracts of 
service in consequence cannot al] be terminated by the same 
notice—then in our view there is intimidation by numbers and 








at common law an actionable tort, though now precluded by 
statute. This result. seems to follow from Allen v. Flood 
(supra) and Jose v. Metallic Roofing Co. (supra), 

Again, where B and C conspire to injure A by preventing 
him from getting trade until he conforms with trade regula- 
then either B and C are in the same line of business as 
If they are, then their action is justified 


luons, 
A, o1 they are not 
by the principle of business competition, and so is not tor- 
tious; this was the ground of the celebrated decision in The 
Mogul Steamshap case (1892, A. C. 25) If B and C are not in 
the same line of business as A, so that they have no direct 
need for business protection against him, then their action is 
not justified and is tortious; this seems to be the chief ratio 
decidendi of Quinn v. Leathen The test always is 
whether B and C’s intimidation of A by their combined action 
is reasonably necessary to protect B and C’s own interests (as 
not reasonably necessary for 
any such direct self-protection In other words, ‘‘ intimida- 
(in the absence of violence and threats) 
even when no contract is broken, 
if necessary for the protection of 


(supra) 


labourers or rival traders), or i 


tion by combination ”’ 
is primd facie actionable 
but can always be justified 
the conspirators’ own direct and competing interests. 

This seems to us th. correct view as well as the simplest. It 
avoids all complications and distinctions between the rights 
of A and a third party, X, against the intimidating con- 
spirators, B and C--distinctions which are indefensible on 
any logical or intelligible principle. It lays down a rule 
which applies everywhere in the realm of torts, namely, that a 
tort based on presumed malice is primd facie actionable on 
proof of damage and infringement, but can be rebutted by 
proof of justification, which can again be rebutted by proof 
Moreover, it appears to us to be absolutely 
including those recent decisions 
McCarpie and Mr. 
reference has 


of express malice 
consistent with all the cases 
of Mr. Justice Astaury, Mr 
Justice P. O. LAWRENCE, to 
been made in this series of articles 


Justice 
which repeated 
ilrea ly 

Our second difficulty, however, still remains. It will pro- 
bably be conceded by Tost jurists who have studied this inte- 
resting branch of law that justification—common law or 
statutory—is a plea in abatement of what otherwise would pe 
a liability in tort for a primd facie unlawful conspiracy, and 
that this plea is fully recognized by al] the leading decisions 
which are relevant. But probably “most jurists would be un- 
willing to admit that such a plea can be set up successfully in 
the ease of intimidation by violence, as distinct from intimida- 
tion by mere combination, orin the case of inducement to break 
+ contract Most jurists, we believe, would argue that in 
uch cases (as distinct from conspiracy), if the tortious act is 
in fact unlawful, no proof of bona fides can be relied on to 
In other words, motive is irrelevant in the case of 


justily it 
such is the most commonly accepted view, cer- 


these torts: 
tainly that of Sir Freperick PoLiocK 

This is a most difficult question, and, so far as we know, it 
has been discussed at all adequately only in the famous stop- 
dav case (South Wales Miners’ Federation \ Glamorgan Coal 
»., 1905, A. C. 239), and even then chiefly in the Court of 
Appeal, not in the House of Lords It has also arisen in a 
somewhat different class of case, Mayor of Bradford v. Pickles 
(1895. A. C. 587), and in the great medical union case, Pratt 
vy. British Medical Association (1919, 1 K. B. 244) But in 
all these cases sufficient reasons on other grounds led to the 
actual decision, so that the point is as yet quite at large. 

Our own view, here again, is not quite in harmony with 
the prevailing opinion of jurists, although in harmony with 
the case-law. We see no reason for doubting that the defence 
of ‘‘ privileged occasion > must be valid in an action for 
inducement to break a contract, just as in all other torts ex- 
cept trespass or infringement of a specific vested right. Just 
as in an action for defamation the defendant may plead that 
he spoke the words complained of on a privileged occasion, 
when it was his duty to speak his honest opinion, so it seems 
to us clear on grounds of principle that A may advise B to 
break his contract with C and yet commit no tort, provided 
he does so on a privileged occasion A father, solicitor or 
trade union official may advise his child, client, union respeo- 
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tively to terminate a contract in an illegal manner, provided 
he so advises on an occasion where it is his duty to advise the 
contracting party, and gives the advice in the bond fide per- 
formance of that duty. Of course, if express malice is proved, 
his privilege is rebutted. This view seems to us the correct 
one, because the gist of the action involves malitia, or an un- 
lawful intent, in addition to injuria and damnum, a point 
which apparently is conceded by all jurists except Sir 
Freperick Poitock. If so, it appears to us that there can 
be no presumption of malice where the advice is given on a 
privileged occasion. Certainly the acceptance of our view 
would greatly simplify the interpretation of nearly all the 
leading cases involving this point 

To sum up, there is no real distinction between the three 
forms of interference with a citizen’s contractual rights, 
known as (1) inducement to break an existing contract, (2) 
intimidation by threats to terminate lawfully an existing con- 
tract (or reirain from entering into one), and (3) intimida- 
tion peacefully but by a combination of two or more persons 
to effect the same ends as in (2). Each alike is a trespass on 
the case. Primd facie, each alike is actionable on proof of 
injuria and damnum, for the malitia is presumed. In each 
alike a common interest plus bona fides on the part of B and 
C constitutes a sufficient defence, which in some cases may 
be called ‘‘ justification ’’ and in others “‘ privileged occa- 
sion.’’ In each alike such plea is rebutted by proof of ex- 
The case in which B and C act directly on A 
only differs in responsibility from the case in which B and C 
intimidate D into acting against A, in so far as in most such 
cases B and C will probably be able to shew justification or 
privilege when they act directly against A, but not when they 
put pressure on D to act against A. Even here, however, if 
D has the same common interest with B and C as with A, so 
that all partners are in the same boat, the plea of justification 
should avail to rebut liability in tort 

(To he continued. ) 
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House of Lords. 


PAGE AND OTHERS v. ADMIRALTY COMMISSIONERS. ELLIOTT 
eee STEAM TUG CO. (LIM.) v. SAME. Ist July. 


SHIPPING—SALVAGE—TuG—ADMIRALTY ReQuistITioN—HIRE ON (GROSS 
Basts—CHance To Ner Basis—CLaAm™ or ADMIRALTY TO SALVAGE 
REMUNERATION— SHIP BELONGING TO His MAJESTY ’’—MERCHANT 
Suippmnc Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vier. c. 6), s. 567—Mercnant Surp- 
pina (Satvace) Act, 1916 (6 & 7 Geo. 5, c. 41), s. 1. 

T he {dmiralty in 1914 requisitioned certain tugs belonging to the 
defendants, and employed them on terms of an official charter-party, 
known as T. 99, under which the owners undertook to pay for all 
wages, provisions and all ¢ cpenses, exce pt jor coal and othe r fuel, 
which were to be borne by the Admiralty. The owners were 
insured against all marine risks, but the Adméralty were to be 


Subsequently the terms of the hire were changed by correspondence 
between the parties to a net basis, the vessel being commissioned and 
the captain and crew entering the Naval Service. In 1917 two of the 
tugs, while in the possession of the Admiralty, rendered salvage aer- 
, and the Admiralty Commissioners claimed a declaration that they 
| were entitled to the remuneration so earned. The Courts below held 
that each of the tugs for the time being was a vessel “ belonging to 
His Majesty,” within the meaning of section | of the Merchant Ship- 
ping (Salvage) Act, 1916, and that under the re vised agreement the 
‘ship’’ was effectually demised to the Crown. The Admiralty Com- 
missioners were therefore entitled to the amount awarded jor salvage 
services rendered, and the defendants, as the legal owners, had no 
claim to any part of it. The defendants appealed. 


Held, that the decision below was right, and the appeal fated, 


vicea 


Appeal by the defendants, the iegal owners of two tugs which had 
wen requisitioned by the Admiralty after the outbreak of the war, 
trom orders of the Court of Appeal in two actions, which were con- 
solidated. The proceedings in the Court of Appeal are reported 1919, 
1 K. B. 299; 63 Soxicrrors’ JourNaL, 165. ‘Lhe appeal to the Court 
of Appeal was from judgments of Bailhache, J., and till, J. Lhe sole 
question was whether the salvage moneys payable for the salvage ser- 
vices rendered by the two tugs 7'he Conqueror and The Warrior, be 
longed to the Admiralty or to the owners of those vessels, from whom 
the Admiralty had chartered taem. Exch of the tugs was originally 
taken over on the terms of the churter-party known as T. 99, under 
which many vessels had been engaged for the Government service. 
Under that class of charter-party the owners found and paid the crew 
and undertook all marine risks, the Admiralty taking war risks and 


| finding the coal. Subsequently by correspondence it was agreed that 


the tugs should be taken at a net basis. The case of the appellants 
having been argued, without calling on counsel for the respondents, 


Lord BrrkenneaD, C., said that this was an appeal from two orders 

t the Court of Appeal affirming a judgment of Bailhache, J., in favour 
of the respondents, and a judgment of Hill, J., also in favour of the 
respondents. The actions were consolidated, the issues raised in the 
two cases being identical. ‘The questions involved in the appeal were 
whether the appellants respectively, as against the respondents, were 
entitled to be paid the sums respectively of £4,500 and £550, and those 
questions depended upon the rights as between the appellants and the 
respondents to the benefit of salvage services rendered by the tug 
Conqueror to the steamship Sussex in January, 1917, and the tug 
Warrwr to the steamship Messina in February, 1917. On the outbreak 
of the war the Admiralty requisitioned a number of tugs for the ser- 
vice of the armed forces of the Crown, and amongst those requisitioned 
were these two tugs. No charter-party was ever executed between the 
owners of these tugs and the Admiralty, but it was agreed between the 
parties that the tugs should be taken on the basis of the charter-party 
sometimes known as the Expeditionary Force charter-party, and some- 
times as “'T. 99.’" The charter-party in question contained a clause 
11, which was in the following terms :—‘‘ The owner shall provide and 
pay for all wages, provisions and all other expenses in connection with 
the captain, officers, engineers and crew, for the insurance of the steamer, 
and for ali deck and marine stores aud for the maintenance of 
the steamer in a thoroughly efficient state in hull and machinery during 
the service.’’ Another clause of the charter-party was clause 29, which 
was as follows :—‘ The steamer has liberty to assist vessels in distress, 
and to deviate for the purpose of saving life. All salvage to be for 
the owners’ benefit, but ship to be deemed paid off during the time 
occtpied in salvage operations, and cost of coal consumed in such opera- 
tions and port charges and expenses to be for owners’ account.’’ The 
effect of the charter-party, therefore, was that the owners should pro- 
vide and pay wages and all other expenses, that all moneys recoverable 
under the head of salvage should equally accrue to the owners’ benefit. 
That arrangement was, however, modified or varied by an agreement 
made in September, 1916, by the parties, by which 7’he Conqueror 
passed from what was often called the gross basis to a net basis, and a 
similar arrangement was made in January, 1917, in the case of The 
Warrior. The change was of this kind—the two tugs at the time of 
the respective salvage services were commissioned as His Majesty's 
ships. They were Naval ratings, and wages and living allowances were 
paid by the Admiralty. The tugs were in the possession and control 
of the Admiralty. The appellants’ counsel contended that they were 
entitled to salvage under the original agreement. For its own purpose 
the Admiralty proposed to modify the original agreement. It would 
have been possible to have effected that modification without in any 
way altering the right to salvage payment, which under the earlier agree 
ment belonged to the appellants. The respondents did not in any way 
attempt expressly to modify that provision, and it must therefore be 
taken to have survived. The answer to that contention was that the 
latter agreement, by its substance, destroyed those circumstances in the 
earlier contract which, and which alone, rendered it either usual or 
proper for the payment of salvage to the appellants. He agreed with 
the Court of Appeal, and moved their lordships that the appeal should 
be dismissed, with costs. 
Lords Frntay, SHAw, Mouton and SuMNER concurred.—CouNsEL, for 
the appellants, Stuart Bevan, K.C., and Van dew Berg; for the respon 
dents, Sir Gordon Hewart, A.-G., Mackinnon, K.C., and Dunlop, K.C 
Soractrors, Thomas Cooper & Co.; The Treasury Solicitor. 





liable for all war risks. All salvage was to be for the owners’ benefit. 





[Reported by Ensxive Rerp, Barrister-atLew.) 
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Court ot Appeal. 


HOWARTH v. CLIFTON AND es COAL CO. (LIM.). No. ! 
l4th June. 


Workmen's CompensaTion—Norice or AccIpENT—VERBAL NOTICE BY 
Fe.tow-WorkMAN TO OrriciaL—FarLure sy Orriciat to Report 
No Format Norice—Presupice or EmployeR—WoRKMEN's Com 
PENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), 8. 2 (1) (a) 
A miner while at work was struck by a splinter 

He treated the injury at first as being trivial, and gave no notice to his 

employers, but informed a fellow-workman who had inquired as to the 

cause of his absence from work. The fellow-workman informed the 
fireman, an official authorized to receive notice of accidents, but the 
fatter made no report to his employers 


of coal in the eye 


justified in finding, im the 
that the « mploye re had 
Prejudu e 


Held, that the county court judge was 
abaence of any positive evidence of prejudice, 
not been prejudiced in their defence by the want of notice 
may be quite inde pe ndent of notice Notice need not be given by 
on behalf of the workman It is sufficient if notice ix 
person authorized to receive ut, but his finture to pass on the notice 
cannot prejyudice the rights of the workman 


received by 


Appeal by the respondents from a decision of the county court judge 
at Bury, Lancashire. The workman was a miner, blind in one eye, and 
illiterate, who claimed compensation for injury to his good eye by its 
being struck by a splinter of coal while at work. He took little notice 
of the accident at first, but on going home bathed his eye with lotion, 
and informed a fellow-workman that in consequence of the accident he 
would be unable to go with him to a football match that (Saturday) 
afternoon. No written or other notice was ever given by the workman 
himself, but-in answer to an inquiry by the fireman, an official of the 
mine, in charge of a certain number of men, whose duty it was to report 
all accidents, the fellow-workman informed him three days after the 
accident of the reason why the applicant was absent from work. The 
fireman made no report on the matter to his superiors, and the company 
were without notice, until, the eye having become worse, the workman 
made a.claim more than two months later. There was some conflict 
of evidence as to whether any notice was given to the fireman, but 
the county court judge found thai it was so given, and that the em- 


ployers were not prejudiced in their defence by the absence of formal | 


notice. The respondents appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal 

Lord STeRNDALE, M.R., said the case had somewhat puzzled him, 
but he thought the appeal must be dismissed. The applicant received 
an injury to his eye on 15th March, and he said that he told the check 
weighman about it. On 18th March the fireman, who had charge of a 
certain number of men, asked another miner why the applicant was 
away from work, and was told that he was incapacitated by hawing 
been hit in the eye by a piece of coal while at work. The learned county 
court judge came to the conclusion that notice of the accident w as given 
to the fireman, though not directly by the workman himself. No claim 
was made until 26th May, and after that nothing more was done until 
August. The appellant was attended by his panel doctor, who gave him 
a certificate, under which he received pay from his union and also the 
National Health Insurance benefit, though, strictly speaking, he was 
not entitled to insurance pay under the National Health Insurance 
scheme for an accident. When the case came on for hearing, it was 
not contested that the applicant had met with an accident in the course 
of his employment, but the point was taken that the employers were 
prejudiced in their defence. The company’s doctor gave evidence, and 
said that on 26th May he could not tell, from the appearance, whether 
the injury to the eye was due to accident or natural causes, but no 
specific question was put to him on the subject of prejudice to the 
employer. (His lordship then quoted rules 8 and 29 of the Coal Mines 
Regulations, 1913, and proceeded :!. It was not controverted that the 
fireman was the proper official to be informed of any accidents. But 
it was said that the learned county court judge had misdirected himself 
in holding that the information given to the fireman, if in fact it was 
given, was conclusive to show that the employers were not prejudiced 
He (his lordship) did not think that he had so held, but he attached 
great importance to the fact, as he found it, that information was given 
to the fireman. 
of proof was on the workman, in « case where there was an absence 
of or delay in giving formal notice, to shew that the employer was not 
prejudiced ; but that doctrine had been modified by the House of Lords 
m two cases—Hayward v. West Leigh Colliery Co. (1915, A. C. 540) and 
Eydmann vy. Premier Accumulator Co. ( L. J. K. B. 1037; 9 
B. W. C. C. 384). Lord Buckmaster said, in the latter case, that the 
Court of Appeal assumed there was cast upon the applicant the burden 
of discharging some definite onus of establishing the negative proposi 
tion that the employers were not prejudiced. But he could not think 
that was the true view of the statute. And Lord Loreburn said : ‘‘ The 
applicant is not bound to exhaust the possibilities of prejudice and dis 
place them ; that is an erroneous point of view. Supposing he gives no 


evidence at all about prejudice, but simply tells his story, and says : ‘ It 
is not the natural inference from this story that the employer was pre 
judiced, if he is prejudiced, let him snew how,’ then if the employer 
does not shew how, the inference to be drawn is that there was no 





The Court of Appeal had formerly held that the onus | 


prejudice On the whole of the facts it seemed to his lordship that 
ine finding of the learned judge that the employers were not prejudiced 
was justified, and the appeal must be dismissed 

Arkin, L.J., and Youncer, L.J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the former observing that prejudice meant that the employers 
were prevented from putting the true facts before the arbitrator. It 
was quite possible for the employers not to be prejudiced, even though 
they had never heard of the accident at all until the claim was made.— 
Counse., Holman Gregory, K.C., and John Peace; Wingate Saul, K.C., 
and Caradoc Rees. Sorrcrrors, W. Pingree Ellen, for Peace 4 Darling 
ton, Liverpool ; Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., for Hall & Smith, Bury 


[Reported by H. Lanevorn Lewis, Barrister at-Law. } 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


WALL v. LONDON AND PROVINCIAL TRUST (LIM ). 


23rd June. 


Sargant, J. 


Company—Depentvre Stock—-REDEMPTION BELOW Par-—-DIscount 
DISTRIBUTABLE AS DIVIDEND on Caprral 
Whe a trust investment company had among tts objects (a) to 


acquire and hold stock shares, dc., and (b) to borrow on debenture 
stock, and to redeem or pay off any money so borrowed, and the 
accounts were kept on the footing that proft or loss on a change of 
investment be carried to cajntal account, and net receipts over expends 
ture to revenue account, and the company in 1900 issued debenture 
stock which in 1918, owing to the general fall of securities, it had been 
enabled to redeem at a discount, 


Held, that the amount of the discount at which the debenture atock 
had been redeemed was not net profit of the ce mpany, and could not 
he distributed as dividend. 


Verner v. The General and Commercial Investment Trust, 1884 (2 Ch. 


239 applied 


Chis was the trial of an action brought against a trust investment 
company to prevent it from distributing a certain discount on the 
redemption of debenture stock as dividend The facts were as follows : 
The company had for its primary object to acquire and hold stocks, 
shares and securities of the classes specified in the memorandum of 
association, and from time to time to change such investments for others 
if the like nature. Another object of the Company was stated to be to 
borrow on debenture stock and to redeem or pay off the money so 
borrowed. The articles provided that the accounts should be kept on 
the footing that profit or loss on a change of investment be carried 
to capital account, and net receipts over expenditure be carried to 
revenue account\and be available for payment of dividends without re 
gard to any depreciation in the market value of the investmenta. The 

mpany in 1900 issued at par £50,000 Four-and-a-half per Cent. Deben 
ture Stock. In 1918, owing to the general! fall in the value of securities, 
they were able to redeem part of this debenture stock at 22 per cent. 
discount, and they claimed the right to carry the amount of this 
discount to revenue account and distribute the same as dividend. Wall 
challenged this claim, and obtained an interlocutory injunction restrain- 
ing the company from so distributing it 

Sarcant, J., in the course of a considered judgment, said :—The 
facts proved before me are in no material respect different from those 
disclosed in the affidavits on the motion. Apart from the special pro 
visions of the articles of association, the directors cannot dissociate 
the single item of gain now in question from the items of loss and treat 
it as a profit susceptible,of being distributed as dividend. The net 
is that the company's capital is now represented by a less 
amount of investments subject to a smaller charge of debenture stock, 
and that substantially the same proportion of the issued capital is still 
unrepresented by available assets. Profit in the case of a company like 
this is not constituted by one individual gain, but by & surplus of gains 
of all kinds over losses of all kinds during some definite period. If it 
is necessary so to hold, I hold that the Rain involved in the reduction of 
liability on debenture stock 1s a gain in respect of capital or on capital 
account, and is analogous to the losses on capital account caused by the 
depreciation of the investments charged by the debenture stock. Such 
difference, if any, as is made by the articles of association tends to 
accentuate the distinction between capital and income, and to prevent 
an item of capital gain such as this from being transferred to the 
credit of revenue, even if it could be segregated and dissociated from 
the company's previous and contemporaneous losses. I further agree 
with Younger, L.J., that the issue of loan capital is not, properly 
speaking, one of the objects or part of the businesses of the company, 
but is a power to be exercised incidentally to, and in furtherance of, 
the objects of the company, and that even if the sum in question is 
otherwise divisible as net profit, such a division will be prohibited by 
the fact that it does not arise out of the company's business. I do not 
wish to decide that in no event whatever (such as, for example, the 
event of an appreciation of the company’s capital assets so as to exceed 
the nominal value of its issued capital) would it be possible to treat as 
profit and divide as dividend a gain of this nature, especially if ar 
alteration was made in the company's regulations. There must be a 
declaration that the amount of discount was not, nor was any part of 
it. available for distribution as dividend or for transfer to any account 
called revenue, reserve account, or otherwise designated so as to imply 
An injunction 


result 


that the said sum or any part thereof was so available 
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must be granted to restrain the company and its directors for the time 
being from distributing the said sum or any part thereof as dividend, 
and from transferring or keeping transferred the said sum or any part 





thereof to the credit of any such account as aforesaid.-COouNsEL, 
llezander Grant, K.( and Swords; Galbraith, K.C., and W P. 
S pens Sotiorrors, Hvans, Jarvie, & Sherry; Baker Blaker. d- Hewes 


[Reported by Leowanp Mar, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


COHN v. BOULKEN. Acton, J. 28th June. 
Bint or Excuance—Cuequr Payasie in Francs—‘‘ Sum Cerrain’ 
Rate or Excnance—Dare or Conversion—Bu.ts or Excuance Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 61 9 (1) (b 


A cheque was drawn by the defendant in favour of a payee * for 
7.600 france (Parr s) lhe payee indorsed this cheque to the plaintiff 
it the time of indoraement it was agreed, according to the defendant, 
that the rate of exchange, aa and pounds, should be 
estimated on the of the exchange ruling at the time of drawing 
the cheque In an action by the plaintiff, the indoraee of the cheque, 
the defendant set up thia oral agreement and alao that the cheque wae 
and was therefore not a bill of exchange 


between france 


haaia 


not fora sume certain.’ 


Held (1), that a cheque so drawn in franca is a bill of exchange, aa it 
money certain, or capable of being made certain by 
within section 9 (1 d) of the Billa of Exchange 
That the defendant could not aet up the alleged oral 
That the rate 
t ruling on the day of the tral 


“ for a aum of 
evidence, a0 aa to be 
let, 1882 2 
agreement (3 
should b peven wae the 


f exchange according to which jgudgme nt 


Action on a bill of exchange under order 14 The plaintiff was 
the indorsee of a cheque expressed to be for 7,680 francs (Paris) 
The cheque was dated 28th April, 1920, and it was drawn by the 


defendant in London upon the London County Westminster and Parr’s 
tank, Holborn-circus Branch, in Marcel or orde: The 
day on which the cheque was Cer pm for payment by the plaintiff to 

orsed by Marcel was 7th May, 1920, and 
on that day the rate of exchange was 63.25 francs to the pound sterling 
Acting on the instructions of the defendant, the Bank refused to cash 
the cheque at the rate of exchenge ruling on the day of presentation 
and the cheque was returned to the plaintiff unpaid. The plaintiff 
then commenced this umder order 14, and the defendant in 
his affidavit opposing judgment thereunder set up an alleged oral agree 
ment between himself and Marcel, the payee, that the cheque should 
be cashed at the rate of exchange ruling on the date of the auvtag of 
the cheque, 28th April, 1920, when the rate of exchange was 65.30 
francs to the pound sterling At the trial evidence was given on 
behalf of the plaintiff by representatives of the foreign branches of the 
London County Westminster and Parr’s Bank, and of the Credit 
Lyonnais, to the effect that the settled practice of bankers in dealing 
with cheques drawn in England on an English bank for a sum in 
debit the drawer in sterling at the rate of 
exchange on the day and at the hour of presentation, and to give the 
If any dispute arose as to the rate 


favour of one 


whom the « heque had been ine 


action 


French currency was to 


payee the equivalent in sterling 


of exchange on the day, the payee was given a cheque on Parr’s by the 
hank for the face slue of the orginal cheque For the defence the 
preliminary objection was taken that the cheque sued on was not 


given for certain in monev,”’ and was, therefore, not a bill of 
exchange according to the definition in the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, 
and was not negotiable, and the plaintiff as indorsee was subject to the 
equities attac hing to the document By section 9 (1) (da) of the Act the 
a bill is a sum certain, although it may be required 
to be paid an indicated rate of exchange to be ascer 
tained as directed by the bill."’ But no rate of exchange was indicated 
on the present cheque, and no direction given whereby the rate of 


a sum 


sum payable by 
according to 


exchange could be ascertained 

Acton, J., overruled this objection. He was inclined to think the 
rate of exchange was sufficiently indicated on the face of the cheque, 
which was expressed to be for ‘“ 7,680 francs (Paris).’’ But, in any 
event, the rate of exchange seemed sufficiently indicated by the prac 
tice of banking which had been proved: /d 
reddit potest 


certum est quod certum 


Evidence of the alleged oral agreement between the defendant and 
the original payee, Marcel, was then tendered on behalf of the defendant 
as to the rate of exchange at which the cheque should be cashed 
This evidence was objected to on behalf of the plaintiff as contradicting 
or varying the effect of the written document, and Acton, J., upheld 
the objec tion 


Counsel for the plaintiff then 
francs at the rate of exchange ruling on the day of the 
trial. He referred to Scott v. Bevan (2 B. & Ad. 78), where it was 
held that the date to be taken for the conversion of foreign currency 
into English sterling was the day of the judgment. In Lebeaupin v. 
Crispin (1920, W. N. 244), MeCardie, J., had referred to Scott v. Bevan 
(ewpra), and had stated that the rule as to the conversion of foreign 
currency in actions of debt was different from the rule in actions for 
damages where the conversion must have relation to the date of breach 

Acton, J., said that he should give judgment for the plaintiff for 
£153 12s., the sterling equivalent for 7,680 francs, at the rate of 


asked for judgment for 7,680 
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exchange on the day of trial, this being agreed by the parties at the 
rate of 48.50 francs to the pound sterling. —Counssn, Richard O Sullivan, 
for the plaintiff; 4. Williams, for the defendant. Soricrtors, M. A. 
King-Hamilton; Julius White & Co. 

[Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law. | 


New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 


On 2nd July the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts :— 
Representation of the People (No. 2) Act, 1920. 
Imperial War Museum Act, 1920. 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920 
And to a number of Provisional Orders and local and private Acts 














Supreme Court, England. 


ORDER AS TO SUPREME COURT FEES, 1920. 

I, the Right Honourable Frederick Lord Birkenhead, Lord High 
Chancellor or Great Britain by and with the advice and consent of the 
undersigned judges of the Supreme Court, and with the concurrence of 
the Lords Commissioners of His Majeéty’s Treasury do hereby in 
pursuance and execution of the powers given by the Swpreme Court of 
Judicature Act, 1875, and all other powers and authorities enabling me 
in that behalf, order and direct in manner following :— 

I. The Articles No, 1 and 8 in the Schedule to the Order as to 
Supreme Court Fees, 1884, are hereby annulled and the following shall 
have effect in lieu thereof :- 

(1) On writ 
action, £1 
(8) On sealing any other originating summons, £1." 

Il. This Order shall come into operation on the 15th day of July, 
1920, and may be cited as the Supreme Court Fees (Amendment) Order, 
1920 


sealing a of summons for commencement of an 


BIRKENHEAD, C 
Reavine, C.J. 
STERNDALE, M.R. 
Henry E. Duke, P 
We concur 
JAMES PARKER. 
J. Towyn Jones. 


Orders in Council. 


The London Gazette of 2nd July contains the following Orders in 
Council :— 

The India Treaty of Peace Order, 1920, dated 28th June, establish 
ing a Local Clearing Office for India. 

the Jury List Order, 1920, dated 28th June, containing new regula- 
tions as to the preparation of jury lists, consequent on the eligibility 
of women as jurors under the Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act, 1919. 


Board ot Trade Order. 
(HE PROFITEERING ACTS, 1919 AND 1920, ORDER (No. 10). 
{Récital. | 


Now, therefore, the Board of Trade do hereby declare that the 
articles set out in the Schedule annexed hereto are articles of a kind 





in common use by the public, and do hereby order that Section 1 of 
the Profiteering Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 66), as amended by the 
| Profiteering (Amendment) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo. 5, c. 13), shall apply 
| to each article or class of articles mentioned in the Schedule hereto. 

This Order shall come into force as from the fifth day of July, 1920, 
ami may be cited as the Profiteering Acts, 1919 and 1920, Order (No 
10). 

2nd July. 


SCHEDULE 
8S. The following articles of Stationery :— 
Pen Nibs and Pen Holders. 
Writing paper, pads, envelopes and wrappers. 
Blotting paper and pads. 
Memorandum, Account and Exercise Books. 
Packing paper and flat papers. 
Inks and Gums, 
Pencils. 
India rubber 
T. All Mineral Waters. 
[Gazette, 6th July. 


Ministry of Health Order. 
REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE ACT, 1920. 


The attention of Registration Officers is called to the provisions of 
the Representation of the People Act, 1920, which received the Royal 
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Assent on the 2nd instant, and the object of which is to remove 
doubts as to the effect of sub-section (4) of section 5 of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1918 

The sub-section provides that “a male naval or military voter who 
has served or hereafter serves in or in connection with the present war 
shal! : be entitled to be registered as a parliamentary elector 
if that voter at the commencement of service had attained, or during 
service attains, the age of nineteen years, and is otherwise qualified.’ 

The new Act declares, for the removal of doubts, that a man who by 
yirtue of this provision has at any time become entitled, as a male naval 
or military voter serving or having served in or in connection with the 
war, ‘o be registered as a parliamentary elector before attaining full 
age, continues to be entitled, if otherwise qualified, to be registered 
as a parliamentary elector before attaining full age, notwithstanding 
that the serice which brings him within the provisions of section 5 of 
the Act of 1918 has ceased. The Act thus makes it clear that a man 
who had acquired the right to be registered under the age of twenty-one 
years retains that right after demobilization or cessation of war service 
if in other respects he possesses the requisite qualification. 

The Act also declares that the expression “ service ’’ in the sub 
gection referred to meang gervice in or in connection with the war 
Hence a man who has served in or in connection with the war, but 
has not attained the age of nineteen years on the date which will be 
declared as the date of the termination of the war will not be entitled 
to be registered as a parliamentary elector before reaching full age, 
notwithstanding that he may continue to serve in the Forces after that 
date. 

Ministry of Health, 5th July, 1920 


SUBSIDIES TO HOUSE BUILDERS: EXTENSION OF PERIOD 
FOR PAYMENY. 

The Ministry of Health announced on Ist July 

The Housing (Additional Powers) Act of last year, which authorized 
grants to private persons building houses, lays down the condition that 
the houses must be begun within twelve months from the passing of 
the Act—viz., 25rd December, 1919—and completed within that period 
or such further period not exceeding four months, as the Minister of 
Health may in a special case allow. 

It is found that this period is not long enough for the erection of 
the houses which might otherwise be built under the.stimulus of the 
subsidy, and the Government have decided to introduce legislation to 
extend the period for a further yeai 

It is not proposed that the aggregate amount of £15,000,000 author 
ized by the Act for grants shal! be increased 


Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) Order. 


GENERAL ORDER (TEMPORARY AMENDMENT) OF THE 
CENTRAL CONTROL POARD (LIQUOR TRAFFIC) FOR 
AREAS IN ENGLAND. 


We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), in pursuance of th« 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm, hereby make the following Order : 

Areas to which the Order apples. 

1. This Order shall apply to all Areas or parts of Areas situate in 
England to which the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regula 
tions, 1915, have been applied and in which hours for the sale and 
supply of intoxicating liquor in licensed premises and clubs are per 
scribed by Article 2 of the Orders of the Board in force in the said 
Areas 

Effect of Order 

2. During the prescribed period in which the Summer Time Act 
1916, is in force for the year 1920 the hours between 7 p.m. and 10 p.m 
shall be substituted for the Sunday evening hours prescribed by the 
said ‘Article in each of the said Orders for the sale and supply of 
intoxicating liquor for consumption on the premises and be the hours 
during which intoxicating liquor may be sold or supplied for consump. 
tion on the premises and be consumed in licensed premises and clubs 
in the evening on Sundays; and the hours between 7 p.m. and 9 p.m 
shall be substituted for the Sunday evening hours prescribed by the 
said Article for the sale and supply of intoxicating liquor for consump 
tion off the premises and be the hours during which intoxicating liqour 
may be sold or supplied for consumption off the premises in licensed 
premises and clubs and taken and dispatched therefrom in the evening 
on Sundays : 

And each of the said Orders of the Board shall during the said 
period be read and have effect as if amended accordingly 

Exhibition of Order 


3. The secretary of every club to which this Order applies and every 
holder of a licence for the sale of intoxicating liquor shall during the 
said period keep affixed in some conspicuous place in the club or in 
the licensed premises a copy of this Order. 


5th July (Gazette, 6th Jul 





‘At a meeting of the City of London Corporation, on Ist July, the 
Salary of the Common Serjeant (Mr. H. Fielding Dickens, K.C.) ‘was 
increased from £2,000 to £2,500. In five years it will be further in 
creased to £3,000. 











APPROVED and COMMENDED by /eadiag EXPERTS 
for the REMEDIAL TREATMENT of all grades of 
MENTAL DEFECT. 


The ROYAL EARLSWOOD INSTITUTION 


is a REAL HOME for those UNDEVELOPED persons 
of both sexes who need kind contro! and expert 
supervision in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Gardea 


and Manual! training. 
Trust Funds are available for the Children of Barristers, 
Solicitors, and Clergy of Church of England. 


Admission on /nclusive Fees. If whole cost cannot be paid, 
by votes of Subscribers, with part-paymeat. Ne eompetitien, 
only a small detinite number of votes required. 


Legacies as Endowments create permanent benefits. 





, 14-16, Ludgate Hill, 


Full information of Mr. H. HOWARD, Score a 
‘elephone: 6297 VLity. 


London, E.C. 4. 


Socicties. 
The League of Nations. 
ADDRESS BY THE LORD CHANCELLOR 


Sir Epwarp Carson, K.C., M.P., presided at a meeting of the 
judges and the benchers of the various Inns of Court in Gray’s Inn 
Hall on Monday, the 5th inst vhen an address was delivered by the 
Lord Chancellor upon the principles and aims of the League of Nations. 
Among those present were : Lord Halsbury, Lord Finlay, Lord Moul 
ton, Lord Shaw of Dunfermline, Lord Mersey, Lord Sumner, Lord Jus 
tice Bankes, Lord Justice Atkin, Lord Justice Sciutton, Sir Henry 


Duke. Mr. Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Horridge, Mr. Justice Lush, 
Mr. Justice Peterso \ir. Justice Roche, Mr. Justice Hill, Sir Edward 
Ridley. Sir Frederick Pollock. Sir John Macdonell, Sir J. Lewis Coward 
K.C.. Mr. W. Liewellyn Williams, K.( Sir Richard Muir, Mr. C.F 


Gull, K.C., Mr. Montague Sharpe, K.¢ Mr. C. C. Scott, K.C. Mr 
H F Manisty, K.( His Honour Judge Atherley Jones, K.C., His 
Honour Judge Tobin, K.C., His Honour Judge Mulligan, K.C., and 
\ir..M. W. Mattinson, K.( 


The CHAIRMAN sani that hal too recently emerged from the 
horrors ot war to assume that ther: Vie any body who would oppose a 
practical scheme for the ending of war in the future But machinery 


for such a purpose must begin in a very small way, like all systems of 
jurisprudence in the past. The League of Nations had two classes of 
enemies—those who regarded the stoppage of war as an impossibility 
impatient chool were 
school It 


ind those who wanted to go too tast The 


doing as much harm to the project as the ‘‘ impossible 


must commence with small beginnings and on some solid foundation 
His belief was that little more could be done than to lay down the 
preliminaries necessary for the start, while the world was in the difficul 
ties which prevailed ut the present moment Whether the question wae 
to be found eventually to be an insoluble one, or whether a solution would 
be found, it was essentially a matter t which those who practised in 
the courte and who gave then ves to the administration of the law 
ought to take a prominent part He could imagine no subject more 


fitting to be discussed in thse ancient halls than whether a system of 
international jurisprudence could be instituted which would in the end 
ive us from the horrors of war 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said it was hardly necessary that he should 
nake it plain that he agreed unreservedly with the views which had 
been expressed by the chairman that great usefulness might follow 
frank discussion as to the present position and future prospects of the 
League of Nations No more useful dikcussion could take place upon 
foreign and international affairs at the present moment, and it was 


especially suitable that meetings upor the subject hould take place 
imong lawyers He counted himself particularly fortunate that so 
many distinguished judges she ild have done him the honour of attend- 
mg ‘and he should be forgiven if, in the presence of so many who were 
rnamenta of the bench, he singled it Lord Halsburv, whom all of 
them admitted to be the venerable Father of the British Bench, who 
had maintained a degree of vitality and of interest in modern problema 
vhich would be impossible for many men who were twenty-five years 
his junior The conception of a League of Nations wa net new 
Even in the early days of the mall Greek States it was realised that a 


fruitful prospect of inter-State progress might be hoped for if the 
communitiee 


wsembly of representatives of all those relatively sma 


vere held periodical! vith the result that thev laid down a code of 
rules which were the foundation of that general system of international 
iaw which nerhaps haal ite origin im those assemblies \t periods 
throughout the centuries attempts had been made to revive the idea, 
and very sincere proposals emanated some vears ago trom that unhappy 
monarch. the late Czar of Russia. His proposals, in their broad and 
hopeful idealism, anti inated much that was said by President Wilson 


in the earlier davs of the entry of the United States into the war. It 


had been his (the Lord Chancellor's) fortune in the course of the war 


to visit the United States. and to undertake a very considerable and 
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lengthy tour of the principal centres of population, and he claimed to 
have derived at first hand, and under circumstances entirely favourable, 
some considerable experience of the views of the American people upon 
the question, and, in particular, those of American lawyers. He had 
been invited by the American Bar Association, a body of great prestige 
and influence in the legal workl in America, to deliver an address on 
the subject of the League of Nations and other subjects, at a moment 
when tl enthusiasm in the United States for the League was intense 
He claimed on his own behalf that he had never been an enthusiast, 
amd he was profoundly sensible at that time of the difficulties which 
lay in the way of a realisation of the more extreme principles which 
were founded upon its future. He made a long address on that occa- 


sion—some two and a half years ago--when he attempted to state the 
practical difficulties which seemed to him to lie in the way of its adop 
tion. He stated what appeared to him to be the chief practical obje 


tions to the adoption of the League, and the result was te plunge him 
into a stream of somewhat hostile criticism in the United States. Me 
would not attempt to recall the points he endeavoured to give them, but 
there were two or three which he ought to summarise. It seemed to 
him then and now that the greatest of the difficulties were to be found 
in the broad considerations which were uggested by even an elemen 
tary study of the world’s history and of the history of human nature 
Let them face the fact that if we did not realise the discouragements 
which the history of the past afforded us, we should be extremely un 
likely to cope successfully with the problems of the future. Looking 
back to a period of two or three or four thousand years of the world’s 
history, it was evident that the greatest obstacle to the ideal of the 
League was to be found in the nature of humanity, and, equally 
deeply, in the conception and development of the principle of neutrality. 
It seemed to him desirable that they should not underestimate these 
facts, whatever else they might do. He believed he was right in claim 
ing that the principal explanation of the failure of the world to evolve 
a tribunal, or a code of procedure, under which the nations of the 
world should submit themselves to some more humane and more modern 
methods of adjusting their difficulties, was that there were obstacles 


which were not lightly to be corrected, because they had their roots too 
deep If the League was to dis harge even a half of the functions 
which were boldly and generally claimed for it, it must and should 


obviously be given the function of dealing with the graver points of 
difference which arose between the nations of the world. It might be 
a possible proposition in the course of time, a proposition upon which in 
despair we should fall back, that the graver of the problems should be 
withdrawn from its jurisdiction, and that it might discharge honour 
ible useful functions in adjusting the less serious international difficul 


ties. If the League of Nations was to carry out in any degree the 
great conception of President Wilson, it must concern itself, with power 
ind authority, with the solutior f the grave problems which perplex 


and threaten t! lhe immense majority of the strug 
cveded from the imperious desire of nations 


whose atrencth had perhaps heen shahtly de veloped in the age of the 


e peace of nations 


gles of the world had pm 


world, and they had claimed that the time had come that they were 
entitled to more than at that moment they had. An immensely 
powerful nation in one generation lived in another, but to wield a 
nerveless influence, and was no longer competent to discharge its duties 
civilization developed into a mighty 
Power and perhaps proceeded to colonise with genius Might we be 
sanguine enough to hope that such a Power might in the future be 
restrained from pursuing that which, if its strength should be the 
measure of ite ambition. it might hope to 


Another nation, emerging late in 


ittain to, by the counsels of an 
When he iddres ed the law vers in New York he 
had ventured to ask whether it was a certainty that in the case of the 
Spanish-American War the American nation would have been willing, 
had a League then existed, to remit for decision the question whether 


international court ' 


or not Spain continued to be capable of discharging the functions which 


ought to be discharged by a nation which retained empire in that 
distant part of the world uml he asked whether the prospects were 
very hopeful there In the same way he had ventured to put it to 
them whether the American nation would consent that any difficulties 
connected with the Japanese immigration question which might arise 
would be considered suitable for authoritative decision at the hands of 
the League He was satisfied that we should never have any clear 


solution of the problems which required solution, never make any real 
progress upon the road we had to travel, unless we made it in the 
epirit and with the courage of men who had faced all the difficulties 
amt had reached a conclusion in spite of those difficulties; but it was 
still worth while to make the effort. It was said—and it was true—that 
the League could not be established, discharging the functions which 
it had been proposed to concede to it, without making a very consider 
able surrender of the individuality and independence of each great 
Power It was obvious that if the League was to be given the right of 
pronouncing and making effective decisions upon great questions of in 
ternational polity, the power of each nation to make its own decisions 
aml to give effect to them must undergo a most profound modification 
and that there must be considerable surrender of individual judgment 
at the hands of every nation which joined it. All that had been ex 
haustively said in Paris, at the most remarkable assembly, he supposed | 
to which the nations had ever sent representatives. All the great 
nations of the world. with the exception of our late enemies, were repre 
sented, and they decided, unanimously almost, that it was worth while 
for the sake of the object W hich even contingently presented itself as 
tenable, to make the immense individual sacrifice of which he had 
spoken. The conception in its broadest outlines was that there should 


be a great court or tribunal armed with great po-vers, to which all 
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ontributory nations should send of their best as members, to which 
should be allotted the responsible task of pronouncing where grave 
differences arose, and which should be able to make its decisions effec- 


tive upon a recalcitrant member. It was often asked if a League had 
been in full session at the end of June, 1914, could it have stopped the 
latewar’? It might have been necessary to answer the question nega- 
tively. That would not, of course, have been necessarily con- 
clusive, because the League could have procured time for discussion, 
and could have assured a due degree of publicity for the various 
conditions, which would have ranged in one camp the forces of 
civilization the whole world over. It might be that even failing this 
they would still have discharged functions of usefulness. But was it 
so certain’ Of this he was certain that had the League been sitting 
he was sure that a joint remonstrance addressed to both sides by the 
representatives of Great Britain and America, and a statement that 
they could not remain disinterested spectators would have prevented 
the wrong and the bloodshed. America’s contribution was indispens- 
able. He believed profoundly in the idealism of the American nation, 
and he thought that it was certain they would not be appealed to in 
vain to take a great part in the development of the future of the 
League. If America adhered to the League as the result of an appeal 
to the electors in that country, on what conditions would she adhere’ 
If she adhered with important qualifications and reservations, what 
effect would that produce’ Grave and important problems might easily 
arise in that connection. If the United States joined the League with 
certain grave reservations, then it might be well that a more modest 
conception of its functions, at any rate, in the inception, might be 
anticipated. If in time it should prove that the adherence of the 
United States could only be under reservations which would leave the 
League a less powerful body, it would still be possible, with the aid 
of America, to commit to it functions which were honourable and im- 
portant, to guard its infant strength, in the hope that one day it would 
grow into splendid maturity, which should be devoted to the gravest 
problems, and end the prospect for ever that the world might again 
be involved in a struggle like the last, but greater, and which, if it 
came, would almost certainly overwhelm civilization. He did not think 
that any man did any great service to the cause of the League by 
talking over confidently about its present or future; still less that any 
advocate helped the cause by overlooking or ignoring the stupendous 
difficulties which lay in its way; but he claimed confidently that no 
nobler, no worthier, and no more necessary duty lay at the door of 
every patriotic citizen of this country, and of all great civilized coun- 
tries of the world, than to do all in his power to understand the diffi- 
culties, to grapple with them, and to defeat them. They could be de 
feated. He thought there was some chance that the present generation 
might bequeath to those who came after them brighter hopes than those 
they had had the fortune to inherit from the generations which had 
gone before. The choice was between that and a recurrence to the old 
and barbarous philosophy, between the melancholy admission that all 
the evolution of the world was to be conducted by the clash of armies 
and the effusion of blood, and the belief that it was at least possible, 
and that it was worth while making tho attempt, to establish an authori 
tative method of adjusting the disputes of civilization, with the con 
sequence that never again would our children or our grandchildren be 
called upon to face an ordeal which had made so many homes in this 
country bereaved during the last six years. 

Lord Fintay moved a vote of thanks to the Lord Chancellor. He said 
that Grotius, in setting out his League of Nations, was very much in 
accordance with the ideas of the present day. There were questions 
which it was difficult to imagine that any nation would be willing to 
leave to the League until its capacity for dealing with them had been 
well tested—questions which vitally affected the honour or the existence 
of a country. But let those interested in the League not despise the 
day of small things, and greater questions might in time fall within the 
competency of the League. He very much appreciated what the Lord 
Chancellor had said with regard to ne Until we had ry amt 
Leagne he thought we might trust that the co-operation of America, 
rane and Great Benen chen we hoped would be cordial and last- 
ing, would decide what was most vital for the welfare of the world. 
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Lord Saw seconded the motion. He said that a conversation with 
Lord Moulton that day had confirmed Ins view that if war broke out 
again on a large scale the aid and equipment of science would enable 
the opposing forces to lay the world in ruins Che first chance of aban 
doning the horrors of war was to reduce the scale of armaments, and 
we must see that the disarmament of Germany was satisfactorily and 
permanently accomplished. That might form a scale to which the other 
nations might attach themselves, security for the dis 
armament of the nations might be acc Unless the nations of 
Europe stood firm in the matter, the hope of mankind would be deferred 
for three generations. 

The Lory CHANCELLOR briefly acknowledged the compliment 


and gradually 
mplishe d 


The Law Society. 
THE REPORT OF THE COUNCIL, 
[Continued from page 621.) 


Briefing Counsel at Quarter Sessions. 
to the Council of a rule made by a bar mess 
compelling solicitors to brief more than one counsel on local sessions, 
the Council communicated with the General Council of the Bar on the 
subject. As a result, the Bar Council issued the following notice 

‘*“ While recognizing that the rules adopted at many quarter sessions in 
the country, which make it necessary to brief two counsel in appeals to 
such s-ssions, have considerable public advantage, and while think.ny 
that the discretion given to the taxing officer at quarter sessions, to 
allow the costs of preparing two briefs and briefing two counsel in such 
appeals shall not be fettered, the Council for the purpose of securing 
uniformity of practice in al! Courts recommend to the Bar Mess of 
every quarter sessions that any rule of the Bar Mess making at neces 
sary to brief more than one counsel of the Sessions Bar in any appeal to 
quarter sessions should be rescinded, and that the desirability of briefing 
more than one member of th> sessions in any particular appeal should 
be left entirely to the discretion of and arrangements made between 
the particular counsel and his client.’’ 


Colonial Legislation.—The Hong Kong Legislature, thaving had 
under their consideration a Bill intended to prohibit champertous agree 
ments and touting and profiteering by solicitors and unqualified persons, 
and the Bill having been submitted by the Legislature to the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, it was in turn submitted by him to the 
Council for their opinion. In expressing their appreciation of the 
opportunity afforded to them by the Secretary of State, the Council 
replied that they welcomed the principles of the Bill, which they 
regarded as calculated to advance the best interests of the legal pro 
fession 

Public Trustee Office.—In the last annual report reference was made 
to the Lord Chancellor's appointment of a departmental committee to 
inquire into the organization of the Public Trustee Office, and that Mr 
Samuel Garrett had been appointed a member of the committee. It 
was stated also that Mr. Morton and Mr. Roger Gregory had been 
nominated by the Council to give evidence before the committee. The 
evidence referred to was duly given, and in November last the Depart 
mental Committee issued their report, to which was appended a 
minority dissenting report signed by Mr. Garrett. Each report agreed 
that the office was being carried on at a considerable financial loss, and 
that a substantial increase of fees would be necessary order to place 
it in a sound financial position. Mr. Garrett, in his report, however, 
urged that there should be a larger delegation of the actual administra 
tion of trusts to solicitors, accountants, surveyors and others employed 
outside the office of the work in each trust usually performed by such 
agents. He contended that a considerable proportion of the trusts of 
the office were simple, and required but a small amount of expert 
assistance, and that, in fact, this expert assistance is used to benefit but 
asmall proportion of the total cases in the office. It followed, therefore, 
that if outside expert vere employed, the charge for it would, 
a8 in justice it should, fall upon those estates requiring it, to the relief 
of soliners simple cases. He contended if tl were ex 
tended the burden on the office would be made lighter, and the necessity 
for increasing the fees proportionately reduced. The Council entirely 
supported Mr. Garrett’s contentions, and urged the Lord Chancellor 
to regard them. The Lord Chancellor, in a speech which he made ir 
the House of Lords on the 17th December, stated that he had had no 
intention of increasing the scope of the duties performed by the Publi 
Trustee, and would be no party to setting up at the public expense 
machinery which, with the aid of Government subsidy, could compete 
at an advantage with solicitors, accountants, surveyors, and others who 
live without a subsidy by the exercise of their profession. He agreed 
that if such a proposal were acted upon, not merely would professional 
interests be injured, but there would be a loss of efficiency. He denied 
however, that any such proposal had been or was being made. The 
Council are not aware that the report of the Departmental Committs 
has been acted upon even to the extent of increasing the fees, althon 
there was a large deficiency which must be considerably greater to-day 
Health Insurance: Medical Benefit 1920 
These regulations as originally issued in 1912 prohibited the appearance 
of counsel and colicitor before the Medical Service Sub-Committee con 
stituted under the rules. The sub-committees deal with complaints 
made with regard to medical service by panel patients, and there can 
be no doubt that the complaints are often of a trivial character. More 
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such decisions can be made to a superior oc 


mmiuttee, 


before which counsel and solicitor may be heard. The British Medical 


Association expressed the opanion in 1912 that medical men would prefer 
tl il representation should not be available before the medical 
“1 e sul mm.ttees, and the Council therefore acquiesced in the 
rule On their re-issue in a revised form in the early part of the 
present year, a member suggested that medical practitioners had 
‘ red their minds, and vy desired on occa to be able to inatruct 
cou und icitor Inquiry by the Council, however, disproved this 
itement, and the rules have been re-issued their r.zginal form so 
lar Lhis part liar point 1s concerned 
Industrial Courts Act.—Sections 4 and 9 of this Act are framed im 
such a way as to empower the tribunals constituted by it to exclude 
ounse! and solicitor from audience before them. The Council made 
strenuous efforts to secure the omission of the clauses, but the Govern 
ment adhered to them on the ground that the matters to be dealt with 
by the tr.bunals would, in many cases, be of a trivial nature and more 
rapi settled if professional representative ere absent Clauses of 
: 1 nature have ippeal d in the Minimum Rate i Wages Bill 
ind the Hours of Employment No Bill, and the Counce’ much regret 
t t et Ss ur 1 ot Gs ernment te siat 
S Cou to Try Patent d other Techni Cases.—In_ the 
innual report for the year 1918 reference was made to a suggestion which 
ul ix made to the Council by the Federation of British Industries 
that .t ild be desirable t nstitute a special court to try non jury 
‘ tect ul charact cluding patent and trade mark cases 
1 <« é ses i! ng ¢ eering and kindred matters It was 
stated also tha i nference had ta n pla e wit the General Council 
t Bar the subje t 
Sin that time the Cowncil have allowed the quest.on to remain in 
abe ya ‘ ideru as they did, that it was one with regard to which 
thev { efully t only in njunction with the Bar Council 
In March iast the General Council of the Bar issued a special report, 
fron h it appeared that they did not favour the proposals. In the 
umst s the Council did not proceed further with the matter 
Br mad Foreign Legal Procedur The report of the Depart 
mer ( mitt hich Mr. Garrett sat as a member, was issued 
n Ju last It. dealt in detail with the subject of the enforcement of 
Britis igre abroad and of the judgments of foreign courts in this 
ountt Also with the enforcement here of Irish and Scottish judg 
ment ind h tt r ty secur omplete re procity on the 
enforcement of right f action between residents in England, Scot 
land 1 Ireland. The Counci! approved the recommendations of the 
mittee, some of which, indeed, they had themselves urged ; and sub- 
sequ they ascertained from the Lord Chancellor that he was pro 
pos to introdu egislatior frame rules to give effect to the 
recommendations of the commuttes Several new rules have since been 
nade 
Conditions of Sale: Offer of Free ¢ jances In connection with 
the recent tendency of larg undowners to sell their estates, several 
ymplaints have rea hed the ( mecil with regat i to conditions of sale, 


vendor stipulates that the purchaser shall not be entitled 
.f he does, he shall pay for the abstract, 
nveyance either free of 


by which the 
© investigate the title, or that 
and that the purchaser shall accept a form of 


expense or on payment of a specified fee The Council have given long 
and careful consideration to the subject, and a result have adopted 
a report which is printed in the Appendix, page 93. Their view is that 
if the iditions referred to are buna fide inserted by the vendor in 
his own interest and to save him expense, and the purchaser has full 


enters into the contract, no objection 


they 


notice of the conditions bef4re he 
can be taken to them on professional grounds, except in so far as 
the vendor's solicitor for < mmpleting the 


require he pur haser to pay 

conveyance In the meantime, as a result no doubt of representations 
which the Council have made from time to time to the Lord Chancellor, 
a Ciaus 1s been included in the Law of Property Bill, under whic h 


preventing a purchaser, dessee, or under-lessee from 

g own solicitor. will be rendered void—it being further 
provided that nothing in the iffect the right of a vendor 
to furish a form of conveyance to a purchaser or to 


fee for it. 


stipulations 
employing his 
lause is to 


harge a reasonable 


(To be continued.) 


At the sitting of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, on 
AY | lay, says the J'imes, a heard for the 
ertain documents in a pending appeal from a judgment of the Supreme 
Court of Nigeria. The on of the rights of the 
White Cap Chiefs in native lands at Lagos The petitioner claimed 
that as Head Chief f the Oluwa family he was the owner of lands at 
\papa which had be« taken for the ‘ ce of the G 
that he was entitled to compensation. The claim was resisted by the 
Government of the Southern Provinces. The Supreme Court held that 
the petitioner had merely seigneurial rights as Chief, and that he was 
entitled only to compensation on that basis, not as absolute owner 
At the hearing the chiefs, wearing their official robe attended in 
person, and they were ph tographed both on arriving and in the Council 
Chamber. After hearing counsel, Lord Haldane said that their lord- 
ships granted permission to the chiefs to produce and refer to the docu- 
ments subject to any “objections which might be raised when the case 
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The Legal Vacation. 


The following letter appeared in the Times of the Ist inst. : 

“ Sin.—We have reached the last month of the legal year, at the 
end of which the judges of the High Court will close their courts until 
the middle of October, except for the rare sittings of the Vacation 
udge and the Court of Criminal Appeal. For ten weeks no cases can 
- tried, and, what is more serious, no appeals can be heard. This 
means that not only the work of the High Court delayed, but the 
work of the county courts and the magistrates’ courts also. During the 


present year more than one Act has been passed enlarging the jurisdic- 
tion of the county urt, and entrusting them with the difficult duty, 
inter alia, of administering the emergency legislation affecting the rights 


of landlords and tenants. It is reasonable to suppose that each month 
appeals to the High Court will increase in number. Yet till the end of 
October no appeal not heard this month has a chance of being heard. _ 

Two new judges have just been appointed, both men in the prime of 
life. Is it too much to ask that, .with this accession of strength, the 
High Court judges, if they will not curtail their ten weeks’ holiday, 
will at least provide for the periodical hearing of appeals during Septem 
ber and October? Other « 
are content with a few week's holiday The courts are public institu 
tions, maintained by the public for a high public purpose. Yet there 
has been no sign that the judges reco ll make any con- 


ourts, and all professional and business men, 


gnize this, or wil 
feeling that exists against the continuance of the 
Long Vacation for ten weeks A Justice or THE PEACE. 


Ist July 


cession to the strong 








Legal News, 
Appointments. 

Mr. Wittram Covurtnore Winson, K.C., Mr. Watrer Greaves-Lorp, 
K.C., Mr. Georae Darett Keocu, Mr. Bernarp Campion, and Mr. 
Harotp Smiru have been « ted Benchers of the Honourable Society of 
Gray's Inn 

Mr. A Caries Knicut, a solicitor and member of the City Corpora- 
tion, the present Senior Under-Sheriff of the City of London, has been 


appointed by Mr. Sheriff-Elect H. Newton Knights, M.P., as his Under- 


Sheriff during the ensuing yeas 


With the approval of the Lord Chancellor, Mr. Attan Ginson HvuGHes 
has been appointed by Judge Ivor Bowen, K.C., to be the Registrar 
of the Shrewsbury County Court, in place of the late Mr. R. A. Craig, 
and also to be Registrar of the Wem County Court, in place of Mr. A. G. 
Eccleston, who has resigned Mr. Hughes is also appointed Registrar 
of the District Registry of the High Court of Justice and Registrar in 
Bankruptcy at Shrewsbury. He is a partner in the firm of H. W 
Hughes & Son, solicitors, Shrewsbury. He served in the war and was 
severely wounded at Cambrai 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Epcar James Brrpsat. and Georcre BARNARD BLACK, solicitors (Bird- 
sall, Cross, & Black), Bank Chambers, Scarborough, York. June W. 
The said Edgar James Birdsall and John Stanley Snowball will continue 
the practice at the same address, under the style of Birdsall & Snow- 
ball. 


Artuvr Brewis and Ronatp Maxwett Woop, solicitors (Brewis & 
Sons), 1, Victoria-square, St. Helens, and 67, Derby-street, Prescot. 
June 3. So fat as concerns the said Arthur Brewis. The said Ronald 
Maxwell Wood will continue to carry on the said profession or business 
under the style or firm of Brewis & Sons 

Wr11m HARNess Srwrson and Francis McNem Rusrorts, soli 
citors (Simpson, Rushforth, & Co.), 6, Moorgate-street, London, E.C. 2 
June 29 
in future 


The said William Harness Simpson will carry on the business 
[Gazette, July 2 


Davip AntpsaR Romain and Jonas pe Meza, solicitors (Romain & 
De Meza), 196, Bishopsgate, London. June ®. The said David 


Anidjar Romain will continue to carry on practice at 196, Bishopsgate, 
and the said Jonas de Meza will carry on practice at 190, Bishopsgate 
(Gazette, July 6 





General. 


In the House of Commons, on Ist July, Mr. Bonar Law, in answer 
to Mr. Newbould, who asked when it was proposed to invite Russia 
to become a member of the League of Nations, said : I would refer the 
hon. member to paragraph 2 of Article 1 of the Covenant. It is not 
possible for any nation other than those set out in the Annex to be 
admitted a member of the League of Nations until after the first 
mevting of the Assembly which President Wilson,has been asked to call 
in November next. Replying to a further question, Mr. Bonar Law 








said he was informed that the Permanent Commission could not finally 
be set up until after the meeting of the Assembly of the League of 
Nations which President Wilson Shad been asked to call in November 
next. He understood that the Council of the League were now con- 
sidering whether it was possible for them to do this work provisionally. 


The report of the Committee which was appointed in May of last year 
by the Home Secretary to consider the conditions of Workmen’s Com. 
ensation is, says the 7'imes, expected to be issued very shortly. There 
is reason to believe that the report will contain recommendations for a 
very substantial increase in the weekly rates of compensation for total 
disablement, and also for a considerable increase in the sums payable 
to widows whose husbands are killed, where provision has to be made 
for the bringing-up of young children. 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, Par 
liamentary Under-Secretary for Foreign Aeffairs, asked by Captain 
ludor-Rees whether the provisions of The Hague Convention were still 
operative, said : | am prot aware to which of .he thirteen Conventions 
signed at The Hague in 1917 the question particularly refers, but, 
speaking generally, it was the intention that these Conventions should 
remain in force for the States which have ratified them, until denounced 
or replaced by further Conventions. It is, however, the fact that 
experience has shewn that the Conventions dealing with the conduct 
of hostilities are liable to be disregarded by an unscrupulous belligerent, 
and that some of them are no longer adapted to the conditions of modern 
warfare. This fact must obviously be taken into consideration when 
the attitude of His Majesty’s Government to these Conventions has to 
be reviewed. 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, reply- 
ing to Mr. Myers, said : The Council of the League of Nations resolved 
during its recent session in Rome to set up a permanent Advisory Com- 
mission for Military, Naval and Air Questions in accordance with 
Article IX. of the Covenant. The following British representatives 
have been appointed to the Commission :-—Naval representative, Ad- 
miral the Hon. Sir Somerset A. Gough-Calthorpe; Military represen- 
tative, Brigadier-General G. 8. Clive; Air representative, Group Cap 
tain P. R. C. Groves. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in a written answer to Mr. Thomas 
Griffiths, states :—An estimate has been made which indicates that for 
the income tax year of assessment, 1918-19, the number of farmers with 
total incomes exceeding the exemption limit of £130 was approximately 
00,000, and that of this number about 10,000 elected to be charged to 
income tax in respect of their farming profits on a basis of actual 
results. ‘The remaining farmers were charged in the usual course under 
schedule B on the basis of twice the annual value of their farms 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Sir R. Horne, President of 
the Board of Trade, replying to Sir R. Newman on the question of 
enemy debts, stated that under the provisions of the Treaty the Debtor 
Clearing Office was allowed three months within which to deal with a 
claim from the date of notification to it. British claims to the number 
of 34,806 were lodged with the German Clearing Office in Berlin on 15th 
May, within a few days of its establishment, and a further batch of 
over 10,000 would be dispatched next week. Debts would be paid by 
the British Clearing Office upon the receipt of notification of their 
admission by the German Office. He was satisfied that there would 
be no avoidable delay at the British Clearing Office in making payment 
of debts owing to British creditors, as soon as the necessary notification 
had been received. . 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota OF R&GISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CourT sir. Justice Mr. Justice 
F Rota. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday, July 12 Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach 
Cuesday ...... 13 Synge Jolly Farmer Charch 
Wednesday .. 14 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
lhursday -- 16 Borrer Bloxam 8ynge Jolly 
._.. MEPTOLP 16 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Saturday .... 17 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Dat Mr. Jastice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O, Mr. Justice 
e. ASTBURY. PETERSON. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. 
Monday, July 12 Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Bloxam 
Tuesday ...... 13 Goldschmidt Bloxam Leach Borrer 
Wednesday.... 14 Leach rret *Chureb Goldschmidt 
Thursday .... 15 Church Goldschmidt Farmer Leach 
Friday ........ 16 Farmer Leach Jolly Church 
Saturday .... 17 Jolly Charch Synge Farmer 

















VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
yerty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers | 


suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C.2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 


purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac, 6 
 elaiity.—tasve} 
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Winding-up Notces. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitep wt Cmancerr. 
Loudon Gazette.—Tvursvar, June 2. 

Nesoaps, Lrv. (Is Votontary Ligvipatioy.)—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 14, to send im their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts 
or claims, to John Sperni, Nuroads, Ltd., 3624, Gray's inn rd., liquidwtor 

Jows CuxeTHam & Sons, Lap. (iN Votuntaky LiQuipaTion.)—4reditors are i 
quired, en or before July 26, to send their names and addresses, and the par 
ticwlars of their debts or claims, to John Roberts Lord, liquidator, under cover 
to Jumes Cheetham & Sons, Ltd. Irwell-ter., Bacup . 

Wre Mis, dap. (in Votcntrary Ligvipation.)—Oreditors are required, on or 
before July 26, to eend their names and addresses, and the particulars af theu 
debtors or claims, to John Roberts Lord, liquidator, under cover to Wye Mil 
Ltd., Irwell-ter., Bacup. 

Dicki’s & Hickron, Lrp. (IN Votontany Ligquipation.)—Oreditors are 
on or before July 5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars ‘of 
their claims, to Charles J. Pain, 15, Low-pavement, Nottingham, lquidater 

Wirswriesr & River, Lrp. (In Votrntary Ligtipaton Creditors are required 
on or before Jaly 26, to eend their names and addresses, and the partioulars of 
their debts or claims, to John Roberts Lord, liquidator, under cover to Wain 
wright & Riley, Ltd., Irwell ter., Bacup 


required, 


Toco Seinsina Co,, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 26, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, t& 
Harold Stuart Ferguson, liquidator, under cover to Togo Spinning Co., Ltd 


6, Princess-st.. Manchester 

Suumen Row Boitpines, Lev. (Iv Voucnrany Ligvipation,) 
quired, on or before July 34, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 
a@ their debts or claims, to William Stanley Lane, 2, Waterloo-st., Birmingham, 
liquidator. 

Oorsavour GBriuprxes Srwpicare, Lrp. (IN 
are uired, on or before July 10, to send their names and addresses, and ti. 
Sastiguians of their debts or claims, to George Whitfield Plummer, 69, Terminus 
rd., Eastbourne, liquidator 

Kerrentne & District Stmu Lavunprr Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 31, to send their names and addresses, and full particulars of their 
dette or claims, to William Charles Cattell, Bank«<hmbrs., Hien st., Kettering, 
hquidator. 

Crosscares Inow One Co. Lrp. (IN Votuntany Ligurpation Creditors are re 
quired, on or before July 16, to send in their names and addresses, and par 
teulars of their debts or claims, to William George Skerry, 25, Bridge-«t.. Work 
ington, liquidator. 

Krrrenine (Posiic Hart Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, in or before July 31, 
to send in their names and addressees, and full particulars of their debts or 
elaime, to William Charles Cattell, Bank-chmbrs., High-st., Kettering, liquidator 

Norman Jounson ©o., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Joha Kelday Garioch, 16, King<«t., Cheapside, liquidator. 

. W. Roserts, (Ltp. (In Voturrary Liquipation.)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug. 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Herbert S. WhitSeld, 17, East-parade, Leeds, liquidator. 

James Francis, Lap.—Creditors are reguired, on or before July 3, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clnime, to Robert 
Tsaac-Jones, 18, Castle-sq., Carnarvon, liquidator. 


London Gazette —Fripar, July 2 

Davies Brorners (Watrnamstow), Lrp.—Creditors are requited, on or befor 
July 31, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
claims, to W. Rowland Wailer, 164/167, Temple-chmbrs., liquidator 

Farmers, Lo.—Creditors are required, on or before July 14 
to send in their names and mkiresses, and full particulars of their debts or 
claims, to C. M. Thomson, 60, South Molton-st., liquidator 

Gaissr Hatt of Science Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 1 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 

Alward, Great Central Co-operative Engineering and Ship Repairing 
Co., Ltd., Fish Docks, Grimsby, liquidator. 

Dickens Hreisnic Lacnpry, Lev. (Is Liquipatron).—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 12, to send their names and addresses, and the partioulars of their 
debts or claims, to Bernard Hennell, 95-97, Finsbury-pvemnt., liquidator 

8.M.B. Mancractvrine Oo., Lrp.--Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 14, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Reginald Garrould Barnes, 27, Bedford-row, liquidator 

Portame Toot & Ewoineenine (o., Lep. (Ix Votuntany Lrqvipatio~).—Creditor 
are required, on or before July 23, to send their names and addresses, and th 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert D. Read, 13, Lime-st., liquidator 

Ancentixe Tosacco Co., Lap. (In Liguipatron Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug. 16, to send their names and addresses, and the full particulars of 
their debts or claims, to A. E. Cutforth, 5, London Wall-bidgs., Kquidater. 


Resolutions ror Winding-up Votumiarily, 
London Gazette. —Fripar, July § 


Grimsby Hall of Science Co., Ltd 
ang Syndicate, Ltd Newark Kinema, Ltd. 

Bettwe Navigation Colliery Co., Ltd Arthur Capel & Co. 

Fitch & Son (Export), Ltd. Ltd. * 

Women Oo-perative Farmers, Ltd. J. G. Blight & Sons, Ltd 

Witherby Land and Stone Co., Ltd. Glendower Aircraft Co., 

Pemberton, Ansell & Co., Ltd. Special Steel Co., Ltd. 


Creditors are re 


Votuntany Laqu«pation.)-—Creditors 


Fitch & Son, Ltd 


(South Wales), 


Ltd 


Ormeids Chemical Oo., Ltd Daventry Oattle Market Co., Ltd 
Dorakleen, Ltd. Wesham Mill Co, Ltd 
Liverpool Vienna Bakery Co., Ltd Portable Tool and Engineering Co 


Powolny’s, Ltd., Leeds. 


Modbury and Ivybridge Omnibus Oo., Hull Onion Buildings Co., Ltd. 
Ltd. 


Robins Motor Cab C Ltd. 
London Gezette.—Turspar, July 6. 
Universal Garage, Ltd. Anticuta Syndicat« », Ltd 


{ . 
Northumbrian NF. 


Betstyle, Ltd. 
Siaughterhouses. Ltd 


Antoine Mining Syndicate, Ltd. 


Co-operative 


R. P. Warren & Co:, Ltd. May Mill Spinning Co., Ltd 

William Asquith (1919), Ltd. M. A. Ekister & Go., Ltd. 

Indo-Chinese Hevea Rubber Estate®, Oambridgeshire, Huntinedonshire and 
Ltd. Isle of Ely Public House Trust As« 

Bath Coliseum, Ltd ciation, Ltd 

Pictorial Newspaper Co. (1916), Ltd Bailey's Pstate Co., Ltd 

©. J. Grace & Oo., 4 Chester Picturehons Ltd 

Liverpool and Mennzi Straits Steamship Lithanode, Ltd. 
Co., Ltd. Wilson, Fletcher, Broce & Some, Ltd 


Galvez Rubber Estates, Ltd. 
Thomas Furley & Co., Ltd. 
Bolton Union Spianing Co., 
Loving Heart, Ltd. 

— amd Paris Marine Express Co., 


Powis Steamship Co., Ltd 
Bradbury & Jarvis, Ltd 
Palatial Cinemas, Ltd 

Midland Motor Co (Devenport), 
Record OT] ead Grease Co., Ltd 


Ld 





Creditors’ Notices. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Claim 
Lov (a ° Pursba June J 

Banat ARABELLA Mapia, At bineen july SL, Wilsan & Nicholson, Walton 
on-the Nase. Kssex . 

Betteamo, Exmene-Giitpo, I I om 4 rtm Hotel Ireprietor. July 
b| H. 8. A, Foy, 4, Wuibrook 

Bonsaor, Epith ANNIE. Goodmayes. Kesex. July 31, Martineau & Heid, 3 Nay 
nond-b} s.. Gray's | 

CANN. WILLIAM Har urhey, Manohest« Luv. 4. Ernest Farnmgton, Manchester 

Cvover, R Joun, Wilfor Nott Lu i) lr. B. Cox, Nottingham 

Cow Ley, Sasan ANN, Shoffic July Jl Walpole Hiller, Shelfiek 

Criers, Georer THOMAS, Lasthour July 3. k. UO. Langhan “ae thourne 

DONOVAN, I s Erne Thetford, Nort Ju ‘1 Few & (| 19, Surrey-st., 

Durton, ALPRel Armley. Leeds, Goal M vant Au l Wm. Roberts Wilson 

Eu, Caantes, Bb 1 Beale Aug. 5 Tr. H. Veam Bak llerte 

Everson, EDGA Higher Cr psell, M ester Aug. I4& Ernest Farrington 
Ma 

FARLEY SaMUEL Halesowen W oreest Herbalist J 7 George Green, 
cr «ey Heat 

FENTON, JOSEPH, Faireiu Lanes July Sanderson & Roy La veter 

Greaves. Ricnakp James. Brentwood. Essex. July 31. Wilson & Nicholson, Walton 

the-Nam 

Hareison, Witttam Kino, H ‘ \ ter. July 25. Harward Evers, Stour 
bridge 

HoLpproow, ALEXANDER Groree Mackay. Gold Coust ) ju ». Lawrence 
Jones & Oo., 4, St. Mar 

Horx, Harry |} LeMING, Haworth York M arage J il Wright & 
Atkinson, Keighley 

HUTCHINSON JOSUPH, Oe«sett Yorks J 2h \ M Lawren & Son. Ossett, 
Yorks 

Jounsox, Momuxtr, Br Farmer Jul Hett, Hett & Davy, Brigg, 
™® 

Jounson, Kiten. Brigg. Lim July 31. Hett, Hett & Davy, Brigg, Linos 

Jorr, KEITH ALEXANDER, Westgate-on-S luly 29. Sydney E. Preston, 17, Cok 
ret) st 

Kino, Josern Joan, Tort ton, Devon, Steel Merchant Aug. 1 Mather & 
Dickinsor Newoust un-Ty ne 

Mast? Frank. H or h, Sheffield irector An 16 Bra & & 
s «fie 

Minu Euity FExrzaneru, Catford Au ( 1 lau “| i 

NAL, CaTH x ELIvaserTn W rm 1) t lu ) Hoppenstall & ark, 
I ton. Hants 

Nicnois, Jonas Hern Bedfor I W } z 1. G la \ 
B x 

POOLEY HARE Wittrms, 7 euH W Nor “ F iat t July 31 J 
Albert Dav ty ' H T . ; 

Ports Hetena, Wellin K Au 4. Pearce & Nicholls, 12, New-ct., Lin 
oln’s In 

Pratt, James, Br on Aug. 7. Morris, Veasey & ¢ 0, Kir t. 

Rosevean, Jonn Bermay, Favart-rd., Falhe Accountant Aug. 10. Woolley & 
Whitfield. 1, Great Winchest 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 





VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


| Pmomx No.: PARK ONE (40 Lins) TxLeoname: “WHITELEY LONDOS,’ 
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Sanford-ter.. Brooke-rd., Stoke Newington, Wholesale 


Hall & Sone, 61, West Smithfield 


RUDDLS, SUSANNAM SAmAl 
Milliner. July 31 = 





Staps, Capt. Eric Arnotp, St. Lawrence-on-Sea, Thanet. July 31. Werrington 
Rovers & W «, 17, Vietoria-st Westminster 
Seice, Groner, ht dale rd Dulwich, Oilman Aug. 11. Burton & Son, Bank 
chanbrs., Blackfriare-rd 
STUART, EMILIG Sornta, Deal Aug. 11. Bradley & Watson, Deal 
Temny, Maria, ( pbell-b kdgs Westminster Bridge-rd July B Cedrie J 
Tonkin, 8. Woodford,. Kesex 
Termny, Sectwa Gronoina Hastines, Weet Hill-rd.. Southfields. July 2%. Godden 
Holme & Ware 4, Old Jewry 
farcnerr, Witttam, Nottingham. July 2. Richd. Marriott, Nottingham 
Torr, Joux, War ‘ton, Confectioner. Ju 23. H. B. White, Sons & Wallhead 
Warrington 
Wetp, Rev. Onanses Ricemonp, Norwk } 26 Doewsons & Sankey, 18, Ade 
t \delph 
Wesson, Sanam Anwn, Sheffield. July 31 Walpole Hiller, Sheffield 
Wintie, Crnit New Romney, Kent, Lioyds Broker. July G1. Surr & Co., 6 
Laurence Pountney-hill 
Lindon Gazette FRIDAY July 2 
Alten, Ettenw Ma Haywards Heath Aug. 30 Allen, Whitfield & Hod i 
Manch 
Askew, Captain Jous, Keswick. July 28. Wigan, Champer ‘ & Pr tt 
Norfol Hou Victoria Embankment 
Bartow, Nouwman ( f Southampton \ 18. Wither Bensons, Currie, Williams 
& Co., 4, Arundel-st 
Beavan, Cactn Anse, Weston, Bath Aug. 5. Weld & Beavan, 7, Lower Jamee-st 
Golden-sq 
Benny, Alraep, Ba rdon, Essex, Farmer. July 15 Alfred H. Canham, Sud 
bury 
Boxp, Watrer, Southport, Cotton Manufacturer Aug. 13. Sale & Ce Man 
chester 
Borp, Rosert Ratsron, Vevey, Switzerland Aug. 10. Kimbers, Williams & Cc 9 
Lombar t 
Brown, ANTHONY VicroR. West Didsbury. Manchester, Insuranc Agent Aug. 9 
©. H. Beech, Manchester 
Cawrnors, AxNig Rarwoon, Goole, Yorks Aug. 1 Drury & Taylor, Gool 
Close, Caantes Atruce, Limpsfield, Surrey Aug. 5. Close & Ce 44, Blooms 
bury-sq 
Coraman, Jons Joserm ALoysi East St. Kilde, Victoria, Australia. Aug. 2 
urray, Hut ' « Co., U1, Birchin-la 
Coox, Marr ANNe Evizaserma, Hinstock, near Market Drayton, Domestic Servant 
ily 2. Oniors & Davies, Market Drayton 
Crust, Epwin Frayxx, Chatsworth-gdns, Acton Aug. 4. G. H. Monson, 51 and 52 
Chancery-!a 
Dewninsr, Carn se, Fagley, Bradford Aug Wm. Trenholme, Bradford 
Eutiorr, Mary Jaxe Roser rregoney, Cornwall. Aug. 1. Coulter, Hancock & 
Thrall], Trur 
Etniorr, Saman Ha rT Tregoney Cornwall Aug. 1. Coulter, Hancock & 
Thrall, Trur 
Eitis, Hannan, Mold-green, Huddersfield ig. 16. Edwin Sykes, Huddersfield 
E.ros, Lt.-Col. Atrarp Gronart Gooprnovan, Tenbury, Worcester. July 3. Ellis 
Peirea & Cx 17, Albemarle-st 
Fiepixe, THomas Caances, Glossop, Der Managing Director Aug. 13. Sale & 
Co., Manchest 
Gareanp, Jonsx, Jeffre rd., Clapham Aug. 18. Walter Cook. 59. Gracechurch-st 
Ganver, Jomn, Tyldesley, Lance, Mechar July 31. ¢ Maurice Taberner, 
ryldesley. 
Gusespon, Emity Caanpier, Parketone, Dorset Aug. 13. J. E. 8S. Hickey, Bourne 
mouth 
Hawt, Hetew Noate, Whit! Aug. 2. G. Taylor & Son, Scarborough 
Harcourt Tuomas, ( re Wor ter Nail Manufacturer. July 12. Geo 
Green, Cradk Heat 
Hannis, Frank Drew, South Woodford, Doctor. July 31. Robin Hamp & Green, 
sSloomsbury 
Hannison, Puiir Henry, Belper, Derbyshire, Mechanical Engineer. July 31 
wle-Kir & ( Br l 
Hixpmavos, Hannan Etizasera, Kirkstall,. Leeds. Aug. 2. Bulmer, Lawson & 
Ward, Leeds 
Jones. Fraxces Emma, Wotton, Glo Julv & Frank Treasure. Gloucester 
Kestertow, Vicrsiuus, Chobham, near Wokin Aug. 12. Tatham & Hardy, 17 
Bedford-row 
Lancetry. Epwits. Upper Norwood Auc. 7. Reynolds & Miles, 70, Basinghall-st. 
Lawsow, Jemima Jan 8 Annes the-Sea. July 3! Lonsdale & Grey, St. Annes 
n-the-Sea 
Leek, Witttam, Nottin { 2 Tohnst & Williams, Nottingham 
Lerenton, Haragierr, } xstow July 31 Sandilands & Co., 8, Coleman-st 
Manxier, James Heywoop, Wrenbury, Chester, Pump Maker. Aug. 2. Whiteley & 
tevan, Nantwicl | 
Mitus, Ettza Ann, Winchendon-rd Fulham Aug. 11. James & Charles Dodd, 
155 Rushe r ! Catford 
Newmarncns, Major-General Sir Onrvern Ricmanpsoy, K.C.S.1 Knareshorough-pl., 
Middlesex July 27 kl! Peirs & ( 17, Albemarle-st 
Newron, Margaret Evizaseta, Ecclesfield, Yorks July 31 Smith, Smith & 
Fielding, Sheffield 
Nortox, Roserr, Mar Aug. 31. Walter Cook, 59, Gracechurch-st 
Rawtins, Francis Hay, Eton College, Bucks Aug. 8. Lee & Pembertons, 4, Lin 
coln's inn-fielde 
Rexso, LILtAN Apetatpe, Dunollie-rd., Kentish Tow Aug. 16 D. W. Drummond 


Parliament-st 


Sate, ELizasera tughy July 31. Wratislaw & Thompson, Raghy 


Scurven, Josern Groror, Tunbridge Wells, Outside Porter Aug. 10. W. C. Cripps 
Son & Harries, Tunbridge Wells 

Seacen. SaAmven, Little Clacton, Essex. Aug. 9. T. J. Phipos & Brown, 3, Fins 
bury-pvemt 

Suernerp, Frepertcx Epwarp Coon, Crosby, Lancs., Mester Mariner. Ang. 14 
BE. Arthur W. Wr Manchester 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED, 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1863. 
ue Stock ... eos ove vee eve ous 
Debenture Stock ie a ie £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forms of Proposal and fu'l injormation can be oltained at the Society's Ofice, 
G, H, MAYNE, Secretary, 


£400,000 





| Sttcock, Puitir, Eagl Junction, near Brisbane, Queensland, Australia. Aug. 2 
| Murra Hut ns & Co., 11, Birchin-la 
Sreees, Witsiam, & Paulo, Brazil. Aug. 25. Farrar & Co., Manchester. 
SPENCE Lucy Caster, Pontefract. Aug. 7. Brook, Freeman & Batley, Hudders 
field 
rrtor, Etiza, Hasting Aug. 10. Harold Fawssett, 3, New-ct., Lincoln's inn 


WHIitvisLD, Emity, East Middlesbrough. Aug. 1. 
WILKINSON, JOHN Brocksorr, Sheffield. 
Sheffield 
W iti1ams, Peter, M 

Berkeley -sq 


Hoggett & Bacon, Middlesbrough, 
July ®. Hy. Vickers, Son & Brown, 
rtimer, Berks. Aug. 3. Boodle, Hatfield & Co., 53, Davieset., 
London Gazette.—Torspay, July 6. 
AsHcrort, Makr, Bardsley, Ashton-under-I.yne. July 30. T. Wylie Kay, Blackpool, 
Barkert, THomas Laurence, Peterborough, Draper. July 17 Percival & Son, 
Peterborough 
Baxter, THOmas, Bournemouth. 


July 31. Cobbett, Wheeler & Cobbett, Manchester 


Biees, THomas, Whittingham Northumberland. Aug. 4. Robt. Middlemas, 
Alnwick 

Brooks, Groxge Henny, Southampton-row. Aug. 10. Cunningham & Co., 8, 
Charing Cross-rd 


Dacnicoun, Henny, Bath. Aug. 4. Fuller & Whittington, Bath 


Gisson, JOHN, and ELizasetH Gisson, Southport. Aug. 2. Kenneth Peck, South. 
port 

Gitcheist, Ciaries McLeop, Toronto. Aug. 6. Slaughter & May, 18, Austin-friars, 

Hatt, Henry, Devonport. July 31. Albert Gard & Co., Devonport 

HaMItTon, Sir Frepexrtck Harpine Anson, Baronet, Stratford-on-Avon. Aug. 6, 
May, How & Chilver, 49, Lincoln's inn-fields. 

HAMILTON, MaRy Jane, care of Lloyds Bank, Ltd., Bournemouth. Aug. 20. Stephan 
A. Jones, 19, Ludgate-hil] 

Hiest, WILttAM Artuvr, Bayswater-ter. Aug. 4. Slaughter & May, 18, Austin- 
friars 

Hottanp, Mary, Heaton Chapel, Lancs. Aug. 18. Robert Scholes & Co., Mam 
hester 

Hore, Josern Fawcett, Darlington. July 17. W. J. Stewart, Darlington 

Ipeson, ELtzanern, Macclesfield. July 31. Norman N. Lee, Bradford. 

loatespen, Karte, Ashford, Kent. Aug. 14. Kingsford & Flower, Ashford, Kent 


LANGE, JOHANN GOTTLIes 
Cannon-st 
Larton, Ciara 


Hampton. July 30. J. Montague Haslip, 6, Martin-la., 


Easthourne Aug. 11. Layton & Webber, 21, St. Helens-pl., Bishops 
rate 
Lippett, Jang, Bromfelde-rd., 
Fenchurch-st 
EnizapeTuH, Sandgate. Aug. 1. Bernard C. Drake, Hythe, Kent 
Wittiram James, Fallinge Heath, Wednesbury, Staffs. Sept. 1. Slater & Co., 


Darlaston 


Clapham. Aug. 9. Savery & Stevens, 6, Fen-ct., 


LOWE 
Mason 


Mortrr, Caantes Epwarp, Newlay, near Horsforth, Yorks., Cotton Dyer. Aug. 16 
Thos. Wm. Weldon weds 

Otprie.D, Roserr, Lymm, Chester, Farmer. Aug. 4. Cooper, Sons & Co., Man 
chester. 

Ornmarawatre, Right Hon. Artaur Baron Aug. 12 G. M. Saunders & Son, 
Regent-st 

Orwar, Roperr Cooxr, Leamington. Aug. 15. Gorham, Warner & Son, Tonbridge. 


OveralL, Jonw Tuomas, Southend-on-Sea Aug. 10. A. G. Freeman & Son, ®, 
Copthall-av 

OwsEN, PavLine Marr, St. Leonards-on-Sea. July 31. Langham, Son & Douglas, 
Hastings. 

PALSGRAVE, MarTHa, Southsea Aug. 3. Hobbs & Brutton, Portsmouth. 

Piatr, George Wittram, Cape Town Aug. 10. Norton, Rose & Co., 57}, Old 
Broad-st 

Prick, RicHarp, Clun, Salop, Farmer. July 22. Martin Woosnam, Newtown, North 
Wales 

Rose, Josern, Harby, Leicester, Farmer. July 31. Oldham & Marsh, Melton 
Mowbray 

STerHenson, Samers. West Southbourne, Bournemouth. Aug. 4. Mooring, Aldridge 


& Haydon, Bournemouth 


Swarne, Artave Henry, St. Louis, Missouri, U.8.A., and Bradford. July 31. 
Norman N. Lee, Bradford 

THomson, ANDREW, Southend-on-Sea. Aug. 10. Barclays Bank, Ltd., Trustee 
Department, 3, Bank-bidgs., Lothbury 

[HORNEWILL, Octavia Jane, Rangemore, Staffs. July 28. HH. Goodger & Son, 
jurton-on-Trent 

Woop, Rowtayyp Harry, Earsham, Norfolk. Ang. 9. Jno. Fawcett, Southend-on- 
Sea 





The directors of the Lonpon Jornt Crty AND MIDLAND BANK 
(Limirep) announce an interim dividend for the past half-year at the 
rate of 18 per cent. per annum, less income tax, payable on the 15th 
tnstant The dividend for the corresponding period last year was at 
fhe same rate. 





Lows, Epoar, Walthamstow, Banker’s Clerk. High 


London Gazette.—Tvsspar, June 22. 
° CBT Y “ ‘or i. June Ord. June 18 
RECEIVING ORDERS Court. Pet. June 18. ; 
Bankruptcy Notices. Paneer. Groros Hansert Gooptiad, Hillsborough, Shef- | PorHon!r2, ‘j Lane — n Merchant. Leeds 
field, Commercial Traveller. Sheffield Pet Pet. May 28. Ord. ig — vel ‘ High 
London Gazette. —Fripar, June 18 Jone 17. Ord. June 17. | Povsserre, A. P., Craven House, 121, Kingsway 
; ees 2 Brrp, Ernest Georos, Burton-on-Trent, Tobacconist Court. Pet. May 13. Ord. June 1 ‘ High 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED Burton-on-Trent. Pet. June 16. Ord. June 16 | Rosertsuaw, Josera#, Ockendon rd., Islington be 
Burrox, Benvanp, Bexhill, Hastings. Adjud. Apr. 15,| Crosser, Wiittam, Gringley-on-the-Hill, Notts, Coal | _ Court. Pet. May 6., Ord. aad. “Sigh Comt 
" 1913. Annul. June 7, 1920 4 ” ' Merchant. Lincoln. Pet. June 16. Ord. June i6 —, A : 5 Od i a on i 
. sit cna ap ac DasHwoop, Coventry pre Covrcr, Stonehouse, los 2 ee SS Se Burt Trent 
ORDER ANNULLING, REVOKING, OR Gloucester. Pet. Apr. 24. Ord. June 18 pores. he Dattenen erat. — 
as oa , ; 8 AR NE re et. June 2. rd. ae 
prenzeecepegeen i. ee ae ae . ta | Want, Groner, SS .. — rig Baker. 
. . : > oO em * 7 . Pet. May 17. Ord. June I. 
Verwineo, James Hotmes, Roath, Cardiff. Builder. Car- June 17. Ord. June 17. ’ High Court Pe ourne. 
diff. Ree. Ord. and Adjud. May 10, 1913. Annul., | Jacques, Wirttam Hewrr, Stockton-on-Tees, Stationer. | WHITE, oy ew oe Sussex. Eastbourn 
Revoc, or Rese June 9, 1920. — Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. June 19. Ord. June 19 Pet. May 2. Jun 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 


[pes, A., Clarence Gate-gdns., Marylebone. July 1 

at lil. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Garey-st. 

Gurxr, Major Epwarp Exnesr, Savoy Hotel, Strand 
June 29 at 11. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st 

(eossx, Witt, Cringley-on-the-Hill, Notts., Coal 
Merchant. June 1 at 12. Off. Rec., 10, Bank-st 
Lincola. 

Qexxtvomam, Jony, Devonport, Captain, R.A.8.C 
June 90 at 3. 7, Buckland-ter.. Plymouth 


Ds MortanD, Baron Henry Sreenoracut, Albemarle-st 
July 2 at J1. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st 


Bvaxs, Groner Owen, West Gorton, Manchester 
Broker. June 30 at 3. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Man 
chester. 

Fuconen, Witttam Ennest, Cleveland-sq., Doctor of 
Medicine. July at 12. Bankruptey-bkigs., 
Carey-st. 


Puree, W 114m, Hebburn, Durham, Hardware Dealer 


July 1 at LW. Off. Reo., Northumberland-st., New 
eastle-upon-Tyne. 

Guoves, Witt, Westhoughton, Lancs.. Colliery 
Laboarer. July 2 at 3.50. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., 
Manchester. 

faseis, Evira, Albany-st., Regent's Park, Wholesale 
Milliner. June 2 at Bankruptcy-bldgs, 
Carey-st. 

Hovsow, Ivor James, and Newman, Bastt Howarp, 
Exeter, Electrical Engineers. July 1 at 11.30. Off 
Rec., 9, Bedford-cirous, Exeter. 

Jacqves, Fucus, Manchester, General Merchant 
June 30 at 3.90. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 

Josrs, Jonw Writttam, Bakewell, Derby, Engineer 
July 2 at 3. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 

Kerz, Aznirt, Lambeth-st.. Commerciald., Milk and 
Butter Merchant June 29 at 12 Bankruptey 


bidgs., Carey-st. 
Lseor, B., & Co., New Broad-et., Merchants. June 30 
at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 
Lowr, Epoar, College-rd., Walthamstow Banker's 
Clerk. June Wat |. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 
Cardiff, Builder. June 29 at 


Micnagt, ig ay a. 
12. Off. E 


117, St. Mary-st., Cardiff 


Moors, Pasenecs A aly North Walsham, Licensed 
Victualler. July 3 at 12.45. Off. Rec.,’ 8, Upper 
King-st., Norwich. 

Povssertz, Craven House, Kingsway. July 2 at 11 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. 

Roszrrsniw, Josern, Ockendon-rd., Islington. July 1 
at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. 

fcorr, A. E., Priory-rd.. Hampstead. July 2 at 12 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. 

Saaw, Wittrm Henry, Blackburn, Turner. June 3% 
at 10.30. Off. Rec., 13, Winckley-st., Preston 
Wast, Groner, Cumberiand-st., Regent's Park, Baker 
June 30 at 11. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 

ADJUDICATIONS 

Banare, Georce Herserr Goopiap, Hillsborough, Shef 
field, Commercial Traveller. Sheffield Pet. 
June 17. Ord. June 17. 

Bazwirp, Dupter Srvart, Brookhill-rd.. Woolwich 
Caterer. Groenwich. Pet. May 21. Ord. June 18 

*Brap, Exvxest Georer, Burton-on-Trent, Tobacconist 
Burton-on-Trent. Pet. June 16. Ord. June 16 
BY, Wiittam, Gringley-on-the-Hill, Notts., Coal 
Merchant. Lincoln. Pet. June 146. Ord. June 16 

Purures, Jonny, Great St. Helen's. High Court. Pet 
Jan. 9. Ord. June 15 

Hasxis, EpirH, Albany-st., Regent's Park, Wholesal 
Milliner. High Court. Pet. June 7. Ord. June 18 

Hopson, Ivon James, and Basti Howarp Newman 
Exeter, Electrical Engineers Exeter Pet 
Jane 17. Ord. June 17. 

Hottoway, Samvet Cromwett, Stanhope-st. Hamp 
stead-rd., Working Confectioner High Court 
Pet. June 14. Ord. June 14. 

Jacques, Witttam Henny, Stockton-on-Tees. Stationer. 
Stockton-on-on-Tees. Pet. June 19. Ord. June 19 

Karz, “Azniet, Lambeth-st., Commercial-rd., Milk Mer 
ehant. High Court. Pet. June 15. Ord. June 16 

Lowe, Epoar, College-rd., Walthamstow, Banker's 
Clerk. High Court. Pet. June 18. Ord. June 18 

Rervotps, Percy Rosert, Chatham. Baker. Canter 
bury. Pet. Mar. 22. Ord. June 18 

















| 
Wopesovss, Cuantes Rep. Hertford. Hertford. Pet, | Leetanp Joux, Gowan-av., Fulham, Engineer. July 6 
Mar. 2%. Ord. June 18 at 12. Bankruptey-bidge Carey-st - 
Amended Notice substituted for that publMshed in th Jacques, Wittiam Henny, Stockton-on-Tees, Stationer 
London Gazette of Apr 27 J t 3.1 Of. Re sO H ist.. Stockton 
Stone. WMarkes. Golder Green. re H irt let I 
Mar. 18. Ord. Apr. 3 Srva lon Bur TT ‘ July 2 tu 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED - st., Burton-on-Tre 
s Ss, Atsenr Beewas » wate Grocer July 2 at 
LamMiIne. Stoney, Astwick, Beds Farm Bedford 230. Off. Re k ree-lane, Sheffield 
Adjud. Dec. 9, 1913 Annul. Juz ). 1920 Ware MARTIN UTHES Wakir Sussex July 2 at 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 2.90. Off. Reo. 12s, Marlborough-pl., Brighton 
ORDER RESCINDED ADJIUDICATIONS 
| Host, Hexnr James, Leopold-ter., RB ey, Hant D Sameer, Choste Taxicab Proprietor, Chester 
+ . r : High ones _ Ord e 3 1911 p Ma Ord. J 21 
4 June 3), 1911 les at Ans Jur l¢ PRANKS ALPRe Groras Wa y Bricker Yorks, 
192 Chocolat fa Shetticld. Pet. June 33 
Ord. June 2 
London Gazette.—FRipay June 2 Jackson, Henny Steruex, Kingston-upon-Hull, Taxi 
RECEIVING ORDERS , Pro tor K ineston-upon-Hua Pet. June 
Assorr, P., Amburst-rd., Stoke Newington H 2 Or y 3! 
Court. Pet. May 31. Ord. June 2 FAWOO James Epmonxp, Ashby s Zou Leicester, 
Baier, Joux, I rpool, Chip Potato Dealer Liver Minera Water via fact r Burton-on-Trent 
pool Pet. June 1. Ord. June 21 Pet. Jur 21 Ord. June 21 
Botier, Witttim ANTHONY, Gosport, Hants, S« n. | Logax . F iris, France, Do led Englishman 
Portemouth. Pet. June 18 Ord. J 18 H Cour Pet. Mar 2. Ord. June B 
Danpor, Leon, The Market-pl., Kilburr High Court OUTHW Groner Wurtaxer, Leede, Draper. Leeda 
Pet. May 21. Ord. June @ Pe lune 3 Ord. June 21 
FRANKS ALrrep Grorot Wadsley Brix Yor} Prick, Clavpe W Kingston H Surrey, Commercial 
Che t Manufacturer Sheffteld Pet. June 3 Traveller Kingstor Pet. June 12. Ord. June 16 
ne 23 
G ES, iNest BRroventTon, Sydenhar 8 aster Lond Gazette rt sy, June @ 
High Court. Pet. May 18. Ord. June 3 REORIVING ORDERS 
INVERNIZZI M & Uo Bt. J n-et West Sin . . 
fRhecn esters Hieh Court Ps M : B . Pes ‘ Josern Ham emith-r Hich 
Ord. 2 ine 23 od ’ > re : May #0. Or vu =) 
Inttanp, Joun, Gowan-av Fulham neer H Ma A GIN BERG J Mare-st Hackney 
Court. Pet. March 16. Ord. J ? : - F of fa nuaf ne r H Court rot 
JACKSON, Hewat Sreruen, Kingst Hul Tax uy ee : = oc Wi . - 

*» Proprietor. Aingston Pet Jum Wer . tee cman ‘ mm, Glass 
uM. Ont Jen @ . a Pe 4 2. Ord 
| Leawoop, James Epuenp, Ashby-de-le Laioeste ode : 

M 4 Water ~ Sars san. tent R moe N : | ) Pet e 2. Ord 
Pet. June 21. Ord. June 2! Ps afk ot , 
Ovrnwaite, Geonor Waitaker, Leeds D r acd - , I H ae / rd Iammersamith 
Pet. June 21. Ord. June 3! 4 silor ( rt. Pet. April 17. Ord 
Paitoiirs, Asuiry, East Acton, Horse Ix r Brent | eal a Nevuir I ‘ \> 
ford. Pet. May 17. Ord. June 2 mae - or pee pee, Laie Froprester 
['weppie, Peter, Newcastle n-Tyne, General Cart cs CNGOF: en e % 
| mat Newcaet k va Ty Pet Ma Ss 0 SPEAEIAN, I al M RAY, Harewou Hanover 
i con on H ( rt Pet. M ». Ord. June Bs 
Watker, FRANK, Manchester Mar r Pe " re yor es NELLIS W we Merton: rd 
» Ord. June 23. Cycle D K : Pet. Jus 
s. Or NM 
The not f Receiv Order ¢ atter ‘Bil Voouter, M. as } ‘ | Hiwh ¢ irt 
Towns (High Court, 6 of 1920 h apy | Pet. A x Ord, J my 
1 the London Gazette of June 18 t 
uv been inserted in ] N tit “l for that pul hed in the 
FIRST MEETINGS London Gazette of June 1s 
(nBo I 4 r wi Se N. 4 , Cosa im Al r Ita he r Obiche ter Farmer 
| : airs , in Car - I May 3) Ord. J 
— " mes. Wor _ Ja a-« ofr t ‘ 1 Not ‘ ; f that pr hed in the 
Ss “ 1-8 , ‘ = ¢ ‘ i Ma { 
|} Barser Grore Hernserr Goopts Hille _— 
| Sheffield. J 2 at 2. Of, Re Fiet Ant, ART I ¥. Clactor Sea, Engineer Col 
| Sheffield I Mare! J Ord April & 
Better, Witttam ANTHONY, Go t. H July at FIRST MBETINGS 
12. Off. Re Cambridge D H t Ports Ba Joux, Liver 1 ¢ Potato Dealer July 7 
mout at 11.30. Off. Ree. II, Dale-st.. Liverpoo 
| Brrp, Ff est Gror Burton-on-Tre I nccon let B ' Perncivan Josern, Hammerem th-re July 9 
July 2 at 2.15 County Court St n-st Bur Ll Bankr t Care ¢ 
ton-on-Tren DasHwoon, Covertrr pre Corrcr, Stonehouse, Glo« 
CosHam, ALserr, Itel r, ter, } er Ju July 7 11.30. Count Court Of King-st., 
| at 2.30. Off. Re Zs, Ma re Br t Gloucester 
| Danpor, Leow, Kilburn. Jul > at 1 Bar te Jackson, Hew Srerues, K T n-Hull, Taxioab 
| ‘ides. Carevet Propriet July 7 at 11. Off. Re York City 
|} Frytes, Avstixn, Southend-on-S ll 14 Bank re Lawgate, Hull 
| Bedford-row Varct H 1 J. Ginspere M Hackney, Boot 
| Grrrorp, Caartes Rosert, Bus Herts J 2 at WAlnof rer J 7 at 12. Bankruptey-bldgs 
ll. 14, Bedford-rew ( st Y 
| Gitkes, Ernest Broveuton, Syder ’ 8 olmast Pormorit So.omow Hrwan Lee Woollen Merchant 
July >» at 12 Bankruptoy Care at J 7 at I! Off. Rex HM. Bond-st Leeda 
| Invernizzt, M., & Co., 8t. Joh \ Smith P “a I Pe rd., Hammersmit) 
Che Importers July 6 at 11 Bankrupt ’ Tailor t ll. Bankruptey-bides 


bldgs Carey-st 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co. Lro. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which ai are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


SPECIALISTS 


Clauses for 
Licensed Property settlei by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.% 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 








Suitable 


Insertion 


in Leases 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


and Mortgages of 
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SreakMan, Enpwarep Mvaray, Harewood-pl., F 


ih et “fis #22 con | THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL #1 DR. BARNARDO'S 


nen Off. Ne 4. No nberlan« 
¢ yor THs 


PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, HOMES 


QUBEN SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY, W.C. 
CHARTER: 


‘ a o Ree The largest Hospita! ef its kind. 
(DJ UDICATIONS The Charity is forced at present te rely, to some ‘No Destitute Child ever Refused 
Lie Narx, Pendleton f t extent, upon legacies for ma Admiasion.” 
April 1. Ord. June 2 Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
te relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars No Waiting List. 


of the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES , . 
FUND. | 89,878 Children have been admitted. 
THE BARL OF RARROWBY, Tocnsure. 15,515 Children admitted last year. 
| Pi . * 
nee 7,335 Boys and Girls average in residence, 
300 Boys in Training for the Navy. 
LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and Barnardo Boys fought for 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT — colt tent the Gab Wee. 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY-LANE, FLEET- 
STREET, LONDON. Bequest Forms on application to the Geni. Secretary, 
Honorary Director, WILLIAM BakER, Esq., M.A., LL.B 


I ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
bees to direct the attention of the Legal Head Offices: 18 to26, STEPNBY CAUSEWAY, LONDON, BI 











[AM ANTHONY Gosport 
} we 














Profeesion to the adwantages of his long experi- 
ence of upwa rde of fifty years in the special in 
ym of all pro forma notices, &c., and to solic t 

ued swpport.—N.B. Forme, Gratis, for 

Notices to Oreditors and Dissolutions 

f Partnership, with necessary Declaration. File 


wanden Gosctte " kept for free reference . 
7 TAYLOR S Ltd, 
FOR 
ie sesvea.e || TYPEWRITERS 
A Stationer who can be relied on for 


excellence of work, promises fulfilled, and 


FRID y 2 . ° 
+ ORDERS : | | examination of work at competitive prices. 
“Or ‘ene ——s oe = ; HIRE ror & SELL 
ea ey Por WESTALL’S LIMITED, 5 Buy 
ne 29 6, George Street, Richmond, Surrey 
Pog ALL MAKES AT BARGAIN PRICES, 


Deeds engrossed, Plans copied, Typewriting, 


Duplicating, Translations, &c. 74, CHANCERY LANE 


Shorthand Writers attend the Courts. 


COUNTRY ORDERS receive cial attentio dall 
orders executed by sam ous. A told solicited. (Holborn End), Ww.c. 2. 


Also at LONDON. CAMBRIDGE, OXFORD AND Estd. 1884. and at 92, Queen St., E.C. 4. 


SOUTHAMPTON. 
Phone Holborn 4810. Typists sent out. 



































= a ak ay ne 2 oo . ” . oy ; B R A N D ’ S MSS. COPIED. OFFICE FURNITURE. 
a oe ee ESSENCE 
‘ond Jane. 3 . £5 TO rest er 


Vivian WILHEMINA ton ! BEEF 
sia ee s 


fectioner Shrewsbury 


. 
= ALSO OF 


INEBRIETY. CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL 


FOR, 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, INVALIDS. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For the Treatment of Gentlemen under the Act and 
. . For particulars apply to Price Lists ef lnavalid Preparations free on . 7 
a ne application te [‘HOROUGHLY EXPERIENCED CON. 
. 8. D. ;, _ VEYANCING CLERK Requi o Midland off 
BSRAND & Go. urp., —Apply, ov ieten to H. ES. ane Mesare. HEOsael 


Resident Medical Superintendent, | 
Telsphone: P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, 5.W. 10, Cork-street, W. 1. 



































The Market for Diamonds, Emeralds, Pearls, Plate, &c. 


SPINK & SON, LTD., 


Diamond and Pearl Merchants and Medallists to His Majesty by Appointment (Established 1772) 


16, 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W.1, & 6, KING STREET, ST. JAMES’, S.W., 


beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 
at most moderate terms. 
A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K. 
Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and accuracy guaranteed. 

















